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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 
EstTas.ienep 1853. 
. £400,000 


Capital ... ian ees ~ its a 
Debentuses and Debenture Stock ... eae we £180,000 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. “ons Laue MaDe SEEREON. 

i iy at ‘8 5 
Proposal Forms and full informa og 4 ae ne soit Ly ; 


MIDLAND RAILWAY HOTELS. 
LONDON, N.W. (inners tsc, \Bosct to all porte eory 
(St. Paneras Station). pate Pesta 9 
ADELPHI a 





LEED Ki 
PE ECAMBE MIDLAND _- ‘Tennis Lawnto Geashore. Golf. 
HEYSHAM—HEYSHAM TOWER, nr MORECAMBE. Lovely Country. Golf. 
Tariffs on Application. Address es Aad 
Adelphi ‘‘ Turtle” Soup Suemeniet from Adelphi ant yaad quart jar 18s. ; 
Per pint jar, oy TriTAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 

THE OLDEST & WEALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANCE OFFICE. 

THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000, PAID-UP - £100,000. 


Fipetity GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonDs, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 








HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
X In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
L088 OR FORFRBITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 

special valuation and at low rates. 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM OF LIFE ASSURANCE. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
ESTABLISHED = LEGAL 


Taustees. | | 

The Right Hon. Lord Halsbury, | 

Lord High Chancel/or of England. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice Kekewich. | AND 
The Rt. Hon. Sir James Parker | 

Deane, Q.C., D.C.L. 
William Williams, Esq. 
Richard Pennington, Esq. 














EMPOWERED BY 
ACT OF PARLIAMENT. 








ADVANTAGES. 
1. Financial Security, 
2. Freedom from all restrictions 
and conditions. 
| 3. ——- from risk of for- 


eiture. 
4. Guarantee of surrender value. 
5. Immediate payment of death 


| 6. Large Bonuses. 


GENERAL 


Drgectors. | 
Honour age. | | Ludlow, The 
ht Hon. Lord, } Masterman, H. 
ight Hon. Sir James Mathew, The Hon. Mr. Justice 
Q.c., D.C.L. Meek, A. Grant, Esq. (Devi: 
—_— Edmund Henry, Mellor, The it Hon. 
Finch, Arthur, J., Esq. 
Frere, George ’ ° 
Garth, The P am Hon. Sir 
, C. E.H.Chadwyck, Esq., | 
Si teniece me ns Willams, ©. Reynolds, Haq, 
les P., Esq. ' ; 
Kebewich The Hon. Mr J ustice. Williams, Romer, — 
Lawrence, N. T., Eeq. Williams, William, . 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
POLICIES WORLD-WIDE AND INDISPUTABLE WITHOUT EXTR4,. 


FINANCIAL POSITION on ist January, 1898. 
Annual Revenue... seo 

Total Assets exceed ide ries 
Assurance Claims and Bonus Paid 
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£390,000 
43,000,000 
6,600,000 





BONUS, 1896.—A Reversionany AppiTIon was made ve dnd Policies at ole Division 
er a Po. 

to the Policy. yey £1,000 
200, and 


previous Bonus 
ranking for a full five years’ Bonus range from £95 to 


on the part of such a committee. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. 


Farley (Appellant) v. Higginbotham (Respondent) o+.......00-cscs0008 sous 

Kaye v. Croydon Tramways Oo. 

Knight (Appellant) v. The Langport District Drainage Board 
spondents) 

Maynard's (Lim.), Re 
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In the Weokly Reporter. 


Allen v. Flood and Another (continued). 





CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE suaGestion, contained in Mr. Fraser’s letter last week, 
that a committee should be appointed by the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society to watch the pro of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, in its application to London, appears to be 
valuable and well-timed. If such a committee is appointed at 
an early date, it will be able, even before London becomes 
subject to the Act, by the dissemination of information as to the 
practical procedure to be adopted when it has come into opera- 
tion, to render ¢ service to metro solicitors. Then, 
after the Ist of July, there will inly be urgent need of some 
body to collect statistics with to the working of the 
system ; to consider and report on difficulties which arise, and 
generally to keep a watch on the ——- of the Land Registry 
Office. We hope that the suggestion be carried into effect 
at an early date. The new rules, when they appear, will, no 
doubt, furnish sufficient food for a good deal of consideration 





Mr. Justice Barnzs, after having shewn exceptional qualifi- 
cations 7 aoe. baad of trying —'t actions cea additional 
judge of the vision, is, it appears, a 
to fis duties in the Probate and Divorce Division, Sir 
Franois Jeune is take his place, probably for the remainder of 
the sittings. ~ 

Tue nemovaL of Messrs. Fresurietps & Wiittams from 

in .Old Jewry, which —~ 

as New Bank-buildings, 
occupation of offices which, we fancy, is without a parallel 
length among solicitors. Mr. J. W. Fresurrecp and Mr. 
roved into ofices (orgiaslly called “Now Bank buildings”) 
moved into offices (ori y ew - 

which were ~g io them by re Joun on end in ten 
same Offices, own as Bank-buildings, a period o 
eighty-eight — the business of the successors of the original 


partners n carried on. 
Tue Incorrorarep Law Soorery are issuing to each of their 


members a Handbook of the Society, which is full of iaforma- 

tion of interest to solicitors and articled clerks. It contains, 

first of all, a history of the society, followed by a history of the 

profession ; then comes a list of legal appointments of — 
I 
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nature, arranged under the headings of ‘‘ Appointments con- 
fined to Barristere,” “ Appointments confined to Barristers or 
Solicitors,” and ‘‘ Appointments confined to Solicitors,” with 
the salaries and references to the statutory qualifications. 
Information is next given as to the admission of English soli- 
citors in the colonies, and of colonial solicitors in England. 
Part 2 contains the charters, Acts, bye-laws, and rules affecting 
solicitors, and the regulations with reference to solicitors’ 
examinations, with information as to prizes; and we are parti- 
cularly glad to see included a complete list of the Honours 
men since 1856. 





Tue Criminal Evidence Bill has been introduced in the House 
of Lords by the Lord Chancellor, and its text has now been 
published. The leading provision is that every person charged 
with an offence, and the wife or husband, as the case may be, 
of the person so charged, is to be a competent witness at every 
stage of the proceedings, whether the person so charged is 
charged solely or jointly with any other person. Upon this 
clause there are engrafted a series of provisoes. The person 
charged is not to be called asa witness without his consent ; 
and, save in proceedings under certain specified Acts, the wife 
or husband is not to be called without the like consent—that is, 
the consent of the person charged. Moreover, a limitation is 
ary upon the cross-examination of the prisoner as to credit. 

@ is not to be asked any question tending to shew that he has 
been previously convicted, or is of bad character, unless (1) the 
gers conviction would he admissible evidence of the offence 
or which he is being trie]; or (2) he has himself called 
evidence of good character; or (3) he has given evidence 
against any other person charged with the same offence. These 

rovisions as to cross-examination were omitted in last year’s 

ill, and have been now re-introduced apparently in deference 
to the objections which were then raised. They have formed, 
however, the subject of a vigorous attack by Mr. Justice 
GRANTHAM in a letter to the Zimes of the 2nd inst. The 
learned judge complains that an old hand, who is giving 
evidence on his own behalf, will have, at any rate, in 
cases under the Criminal Law Amendment Act, an unfair 
advantage over the prosecutor, and unless his credit can be 
destroyed by cross-examination as to previous convictions, 
the prosecutor and his witnesses will very probably leave the 
court under the suspicion of perjury. Under the existing 
statutes which make prisoners competent witnesses, it seems 
that the practice of the judges varies, some allowing and some 
refusing to allow cross-examination as to credit where no evi- 
dence of character has been given, It is possible that in the 
class of cases to which Sir Witt1am Grantuam refers, a previous 
bad record raises a strong presumption against the prisoner, 
and may serve to fortify a case which on oath of prosecutor against 
oath of prisoner could not succeed. But this is a presumption 
which is not lawfully admissible as evidence, and in some cases 
it would lead to wrongful conviction. The only safe plan is to 
adhere to the principle that the prisoner must be tried on the 
evidence relating to the particular charge against him, and his 
previous history is only relevant to rebut evidence of character. 





Tue veciston of Kexewicn, J., in Re Maynards’ (Limited) upon 
the sufficiency of the statement of the consideration in a contract 
filed under section 25 of the Companies Act, 1867, comes as a 
sequel to the recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Re 
Kharaskhoma Exploring and Prospecting Syndicate (Limited) (46 
W. R. 37). In the latter case the Lords Justices, in deciding 
that it was not sufficient for the filed contract to recite that by a 
previous unfiled agreement it was agreed to allot the shares 
‘for the considerations therein mentioned,” expressly declared 
that they had no intention of determining with what degree of 
particularity the consideration must be stated. The question of 
particularity, however, has not been long in coming up for 
decision. In te Maynards’ (Limited), Kexewicn, J., has just 
held that the filed contract does not state the consideration with 
sufficient particularity if it merely contains a recital which, while 
setting out in full the price to be paid and the manner of pay- 
ment, simply describes the property sold as ‘‘ the businesses, 
property, and leasehold hereditaments” mentioned in the 





schedule to the principal contract. His lordship eaid that such 
a document was ing in one of the essential elements of a con- 
tract—namely, ‘‘in the description of the thing to be pur- 
chased,” and that although in the Kharaskhoma case the Court of 
Appeal would not say what degree of particularity was 
necessary, yet their j —— clearly shewed that there must 
be some particularity. the case before his lordship there was 
no particularity whatever, for the filed document did not contain 
a single word of information about the situation of the property 
or businesses, nor did it state whether the leasehold premises 
consisted of one house or fifty, or were demised at rack-rents or 
ground-rents; the rary was merely described by reference 
to a schedule which did not form part of the document itself and 
which it was not possible to inspect. His lordship decided, 
therefore, that the contract was bad, and in making the order 
for the rectification of the register, followed the course adopted 
by the Court of Appeal in Re The New Eberhardt Co. (388 W. R. 
97)—which case, however, is not reported upon this particular 
point—and only ordered the applicant’s name to be struck off the 


register. It would seem, therefore, that in cases of rectification - 







of the register on the ground 4 sputartty tn tie fied contract, 
the order shoutd he £ ant’s name be 
: 7 






rad ‘ applicant's name has been 





cance 
filed, and new shares issued and delivered to the applicant. 





A curious PoInT, upon which there seems to be n9 authority, 
arises on the question of registration of copyright in a news- 
paper. It was originally held (Cox v. Land and Water Journal 
Co, 18 W. R. 206, L. R. 9 Eq. 324) that a newspaper did 
got require registration under the Copyright Act of 1845, 
and it was there pointed out by Matins, V.C., that none 
of the objects for which registration was required in the 
case of a book seemed to apply in the case of a news- 
paper. This decision, however, was not followed by Jzsszz, 
M.R., in Walter v. Howe (29 W. R. 776, 17 Ch. D. 708), 


where it is laid down tha: a newspaper is clearly within the 
Act an ires registration, W was also adopted in 
er Co. (40 Ch. D. 500). It may, 
therefore, be taken as settled law that be 












lished” : see Scrutton on Copyright. 
date does the copyright expire? It is not the name of the 
paper which is protected, for there is no copyright in a title 
(Kelly v. Hutton, L. R. 3 Ch. 703); and if it were, it would be 
obvious that the copyrights of all the leading newspapers would 
have expired. It is, therefore, the matter published which is 
protected, but in the case of a daily paper new matter is pub- 
lished daily, and if a newspaper is a book, each number isa 
new book, or at any rate a new edition, which is entitled to 
copyright in respect of all new matter. There seems to be this 
dilemma: if the newspaper itself is entitled to protection only 
when registered, that is equivalent to saying that there can be 
copyright to a title, because the title is the only part of a news- 
paper which does not change; and this is bad law. If, on the 
other hand, the matter published is protected, it is difficult to 
see any logical reason for protecting—e.g., an article published 
in a newspaper merely because the proprietor of that paper is 
the registered owner in respect of a publication perhaps fort 
years earlier and concerned with entirely different matters. ¢ 
would seem, therefore (as is so frequently the case in copyright 
law), that, although no doubt the decision of Jesse, M.R , was 
correct, inasmuch as a newspaper comes within the words of the 
Act, the reasons given by Matins, V.C., for the contrary view 
are equally cogent. And, whatever may be the true view of the 
matter, it would appear to be necessary for owners of news- 
papers to re-register at the end of forty-two years from the date 
of first publication, though the point does not seem to hav 
arisen in practice. 





Tue Brit introduced by the Lord Chancellor, which has 
recently passed its second reading in the House of Lords, will, 
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such jf becomes law unaltered, be one of the shortest Acts on the 
con- Statute Book, for the operative part of it consists of less than 
pur- three lines. Itis tobe known as the Bail Act, 1898, and it 
rt of provides that “ Where a justice or coroner has power to admit 
was to or accept bail for appearance, he may dispense with sureties 
nust if, in his opinion, the eo dispensing will not tend to defeat the 
was ends of justice.” Bail is at present in most cases granted under 
tain the provisions of section 23 of Jervis’s Act (No. 1), which gives 
erty justices discretion to admit an accused person to bail ‘‘ upon his 
118@8 rocuring such surety or sureties as, in the opinion of the 
8 or justice, will be sufficient to ensure the appearance of the accused 
once at the time and place of trial.” It no doubt often happens that 
and a man who is not in the least likely to attempt to escape from 
ded, justice is kept in prison awaiting trial for a considerable time, 
rder simply because he cannot obtain sureties. It is also the fact 
pted that the powers given to them by the Assizes Relief Act, 1889, 
, R. are but little used by justices except where the accused person 
ular can be released on bail, because of the hardship of keeping him 
the in prison till the quarter sessions when he has the opportunity 
tion of bein sooner tried at the assizes. Even when these powers 
act, are used, some of the judges insist on clearing the gaols in spite 

be of the Act. This course is not expressly forbidden b the Act, 
atly and certainly seems but in accord with the principle of gaol 
een delivery. It is, however, obviously contrary to the intention of 
aud the Act, and both the Lord Chancellor and Lord Herscneti 


seem to have strong doubts as to the legality of the judges so 
doing. Apart from the difficulties placed in the way of granting 
bail by the necessity of the accused person finding sureties, we 










ity, yenture to doubt whether the magistrates are so loath to release 
we- ] accused persons on bail as the Lord Chancellor and other judges 
‘nal seem to think. In most cases discretion must be left to justices 
did to admit to bail or not, and if they have any well-founded doubt 
45, as to the available security ey | sufficient to bring about the 
one appearance of the accused at the trial, they ought merely to 
the refuse bail. Probably the judges who have recently been 
ws- adversely criticizing the magistrates in this respect really know 
EL, but little of the reasons which lead them to refuse bail in any 
8), icular case. These reasons do not appear on the yg 
the and neither the committing justice nor the justices’ clerk, who 
din probably knows most about them, is present to give the reasons. 
ay, 
i 
— A Drvistonat Court (GrantrHam and Wricnt, JJ.) has 
uy removed (for the present, at all events) the difficulty occasioned 
h ‘ by the death of a candidate at the election of county councillors 
the for one of the divisions for the county of London. The death 
itl occurred after the nomination and before the poll. The diffi- 
he culties which arose well illustrate the dangers which beset 
ld “the modern system of legislation by incorporation and refe- 
- rence. The Local Government Act, 1888, provides (sec- 
- b. tion 2) that county councillors shall, subject to the 
“eft provisions of that Act, be elected in like manner as 
we town councillors in a borough; and section 75 incorporates 
‘hie certain parts of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, in- 
ra cluding section 58 of that Act. Turning to this section, we 
s find that it provides that “if an election of councillors is con- 
a tested, the poll shall, as far as circumstances admit, be conducted 
the as the poll at a contested Parliamentary election is, by the 
" Ballot Act, 1872, directed to be conducted, and” [subject to 
ned certain modifications | ‘‘ the provisions of the Ballot Act, 1872, 
: relating to a poll ata Parliamentary election . . . . shall 
/ be ply to a poll at an election of councillors.” There is thus no 
oubt that the poll at a county council election is to be con- 
ht ducted according to the provisions of the Ballot Act. It is to 
g be observed, however, that there is no express incorporation of 
es the provisions of that Act with respect to matters siting before 
—_ the poll ; and further, that in a county council election the dates 
rt! are fixed within certain limits by the council itself, and the 
. nomination of candidates is regulated by a series of rules con- 
we tained in the 3rd schedule to the Municipal ions Act ; 
—_ so that as to these matters the Ballot Act can have no applica- 
ave tion. Then, turning to the Ballot Act, we find that section 2, 
and many subsequent sections, relate to the taking of the poll, 
and therefore apply to municipal elections. The question whi 
has has been decided is as to the application of section 1, or a part of 
ill, that section. The side-note is ‘‘ Nomination of candidates for 








Parliamentary elections,” and the first three relate 
to nomination, and to nothing else, and cannot to elec- 
tions of county councillors, the nomination being in their case 
by the enactments already referred to. But the final 

ph of the section provides the case of a candidate 

at a contested election dying after the nomination and before 
the poll, and requires the returning officer in such a case to 
countermand notice of the poll, and to commence the proceed; 
ings afresh. This provision the court has held to be a provision 
ting to the poll, and therefore applicable ia the case of the 
death of a candidate at a county council election, and a man- 


damus was accordingly issued on Wednesday last requiring the 
returning officer at the election in question (Central Hackney) 


to countermand the poll. This avoids what might have been an 
injustice (or an undue benefit) to some of the other candidates 
or their political parties; but it seems to involve a somewhat 
strained interpretation of the statute, and further difficulties 
seemed ‘at the time likely to arise. When is the elec'ion for 
this division to be held? Clearly the returning officer has no 
power to fix the date, and it may be doubted whether the 
county council have such power, except in the case of the 
ordinary annual election; and in that case there is a limit of 
dates which it would now be impossible to conform to. It may 
also be doubted whether the county council will be properly 
constituted until this election has been held, and the vacancy 
certainly cannot be treated as a casual vacancy, and filled up 
accordingly. The Court, however, appear to have cut this knot 
also on Thursday by fixing a date for the election. 





Wuenre A solicitor is appointed executor or trustee under @ 
will, and the usual provision is inserted that he shall be entitled: 
to charge the estate for professional services, a series of cases, 
to which must be added the recent decision of Kexewrcn, J., in 
Re White (46 W. R. 247), establish the proposition that any 
sums which the solicitor so takes he takes l with the 
usual incidents of a . Thus the is void alto- 
gether under section 15 of the Wills Act, 1837, if the solicitor is 
@ witness of the will, and since the payment must be 
to debts, he cannot c if the estate isinsolvent. The ques- 
tion was raised in Re Barber (384 W.R. 395, 31 Ch. D. 665), 
where the solicitor-executor was an attesting witness to the wil 
and where also the estate was insolvent. It was decided by 
Currry, J., against the solicitor upon the Wills Act, pot, hing 
considered that the insolvency was also an answer to the claim. 
Apart from the provision in the will the executor could not have 
had his costs. Hence he took them by the bounty of the 


testatrix—that is, as a git; and since a gift to an attesti 
witness is rendered void by section 15, the vision failed. 


This decision was approved by the Court of Appeal in Re Pooley 
(37 W. R. 17, 40 Oh. D. 1), where again the solicitor, who was 
executor and trustee under a will and was empowered to charge 
his costs, was an attesting witness. An attempt was made to 
distinguish the payment of costs from a gift on the ground that 
the solicitor did work for it, but the court considered it a suffi- 
cient answer that he could not have got paid except under the 
direction in the will. In that case Corron, L.J., declined to go 
so far as to say that there was a legacy upon which legacy duty 
would be payable, but in Re Thorley (39 W. R. 565; 1891, 2 
Ch. 613), where annual ents were directed to be made to 
executors for their trouble in carrying on the testator’s business, 
the Court of Appeal held that these were liable to legacy duty. 
The case was considered to rest upon the same principle as Ze 
Pooley, and Linpxzy, L.J., said it could not be decided otherwise 
without running counter to the reasoning of the court in that 
case. Bowzn, L.J., described the annual payments as con- 
ditional gifts of money out of the testator’s estate, the conditions 
being that certain services should be rendered, and that the 
estate should bear fruit sufficient to satisfy the annuities. It 
might seem to follow that costs payable to a solicitor would also 
be subject to le duty, but the practical inconvenience would © 
be very considerable, and it is understood that the Inland 
Revenue authorities have decided not to make such 4 claim: 
see ante, p. 256. The question of the insolvency of the estate 
arose in the recent case of Ite White, and in view of the above 





authorities it would clearly have been impossible to decide it in 
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favour of the solicitor. His claim to costs, therefore, had to 
give place to the payment of creditors. 





Tue opsect of the system of judicial trustees, recently 
introduced here in analogy to judicial factors in Scotland, is to 
secure ter safety for the trust property. This is effected by 
the judicial trustee being required to give security for the due 
pplication of the property, and to bring his accounts into court 
every year for audit. Moreover, provision is made by the 
Judicial Trustee Rules, 1897, for the deposit in safe custody of 
all the title-deeds and certificates of the trust property, and, 
when so deposited, they cannot be dealt with except under an 
authority signed by the “ officer of the court’”’—that is, where 
the proceedings are in the High Court, by a Master of the 
Chancery Division. In return for his trouble, the judicial 
trustee is entitled to remuneration out of the estate. An impor- 
tant question arose in the recent Scotch appeal of J/utton v. 
Annan, in the House of Lords, whether the effect of the passing 
of a new trust investment by the accountant of the court was 
equivalent to an approval of the investment by the court, so as 
to discharge the judicia] factor from liability for a breach of 
trust involved in the investment. A judicial factor had invested 
trust-money in the bonds of the Greenock Harbour Trust, 
and the investment was in the ordinary course brought 
before the notice of the accountant of the court. It has been 
held in Scotland, and now by the House of Lords, that the 
investment was improper, and, were the judicial factor a private 
trustee, he would, of course, have to replace the money. But to 
absolve him from this liability on the ground that the invest- 
ment had been passed by the accountant at the audit of the trust 
accounts would be a very serious innovation, and such a course 
has not been countenanced by the House of Lords. The passing, 
upon the occasion of an audit, of an investment primd facie 
regular is a very different matter from giving official sanction to 
the investment, and this could only be done if the investment 
was from the beginning under the control of the court. A 
judicial trustee, like any other trustee, must assume the 
responsibility of duly investing the trust estate, and he cannot, 
in order to relieve himself from his proper liability, take 
advantage of a system meant to insure greater security for the 
property. To hold otherwise would make it incumbent upon the 
auditor to examine carefully into every investment, with a great 
increase of expense to the estate. There is the less reason for 
this, moreover, since the judicial trustee has the right at any 
time to require the directions of the court as to the administra- 
tion of the trust, and can exercise this right in case of doubt as 
to the propriety of an investment. 


THE PRIORITY OF DEBENTURE-HOLDERS. 


Tnx recent decision of Romer, J., in Re Castell & Brown 
(Limited) (46 W. R. 248; 1898, 1 Ch. 315), is of great import- 
. ance with respect to the priority of debentures not secured by a 
trust deed, and it shews that in future such debentures cannot 
be relied upon to give a first charge on the real property of the 
— unless arrangements are made for taking the title- 
d out of the possession of the company and depositing them 
in some safe custody on behalf of the debenture-holders. In 
1885 Castell & Brown (Limited) issued a series of debentures 
for £28,000, charged upon all the property of the company, both 
t and future, and one of the conditions of the issue was 

that the charge created by the debentures was to-be a floating 
security, but so that the company was not to be at liberty “ to 
create any mortgage or charge upon its freebold and leasehold 
hereditaments in priority” to the debentures. At the time of 
the creation of this charge the company had certain freehold and 


leasehold property, and the title-deeds of the property were left 
ff er_the control of the Wfrectors. In 1892 the directors 
0 


EAL nion Bank, the company’s bankers, per- 
mission to overdraw the company’s account, and the title-deeds 
of ye of the freehold and leasehold property were deposited 
with the bank with a memorandum of deposit as security for the 
overdraft. The bank manager had no notice of the existence of 
the debentures, and he made no inquiries. Subsequently the 





interest on the debentures fell into arrear, and the debenture. 
holders brought an action to enforce their security. In thig 
action the bank put in a claim to rank as incumbrancers to the 
extent of the amount of the over-draft in priority to the deben- 
ture-holders, and the claim was allowed by Romzr, J 
Under the above circumstances the dispute related to the 

riority of two equitable incumbrances, of which the charge in 
avour of the debenture-holders was first in point of time ; and 
hence, had the equities been equal, that charge would, accord- 
ing to the ordinary rule, have prevailed. On the other hand, 
the bank had possession of the title-deeds, and the question 
arose whether thie 
priority based upon the order of creation of the charges. _Pos- 
session of the title-deeds is, of course, a circumstance of 






: Be 4 Br Wise 6 ; ~ ve 2 
have,” said Kin ; , ee Ve ) 
‘ample authority for the proposition, or rule of equity, that as 
between two persons whose equitable interests are of precisel 
the same nature and quality, and in that respect precisely eq 
the possession of the deeds gives the better equity.” In that 
case a vendor conveyed without receiving the purchase-money, 
and handed over the deeds with an indorsed receipt to the pur- 
chaser. The purchaser mortgaged by deposit and absconded. 
Applying the rule just quoted, Kinperstry, V.C., held that the 
possession of the title-deeds gave the equitable mortgagee a better 
equity than that which the vendor had in respect of his lien for 
unpaid purchase-money, and that the former, although later in 
date, was entitled to Een: The maxim gui prior est tempore 
potior est jure was, he observed, only applicable where the 
equities of the parties were in all other respects equal. One of 
the authorities upon which the Vice-Chancellor relied was a 
dictum of Leacu, M.R., in Foster v. Blackstone (1 My. & K. p. 
307). “A better equity,” said Sir Jonn Leacs, “is wherea 
second incumbrancer, without notice, takes a protection against 
a subsequent incumbrancer which the prior incumbrancer has 
neglected to take. Thus a declaration of trust of an outstanding 
term, accompanied by delivery of the deeds creating and con- 
tinuing the term, gives a better equity than a mere declaration 
of trust to a prior incumbrancer.” This isa casein which the 
equities, apart from the possession of the title-deeds, are obviously 
precisely equal, and the possession of the deeds gives the 
priority. In Lloyd’s Banking Co. v. Jones (33 W. R. 781, 29 
Oh. D. 221) Pearson, J., treated the rule in question as perfectly 
settled: ‘‘The doctrine of this court has always been that where 
there are equities which are otherwise equal, the possession of 
the deeds gives priority to the person who has got them.” 


In the present case Romer, J., while admitting the rule, took 


exception to the generality with which, in the above cases, it . 


was stated. So expressed it might be understood as giving the 
possessor of the deeds a necessary priority without regard to the 
circumstances under which they came into his hands. ‘‘In my 
opinion,” said the learned judge, ‘‘these observations, if taken 
without any limit or restriction, go too far, for I do not think a 
— equitable incumbrancer would have his priority where he 
id not obtain the deeds, if the deeds came to the hands of the 
subsequent incumbrancer through no default of any sort on his 
part.” But before considering the question of default on the 
part of the debenture-holders there is the preliminary point 
whether the bank was put upon inquiry as to the existence of 
the debentures so as to be affected by constructive notice of 
them. In this case the equities of the two parties would not be 
equal, and the above rule would have no application. It is, of 
course, well settled that where debentures have been created asa 
floating security, the company, so long as they retain that 
character—that is, until upon default or otherwise the security 
crystallizes—is at liberty to deal with its property either by way 
of sale or mortgage; and it can by deposit of title-deeds creates 
charge on the wore property to which they relate which will 
rank in front of the debentures ( Wheatley v. Silkstone Coal Co., 29 
Ch. D. 715). It was to avoid this result that the practice arose 
of introducing into the debentures a special restriction upon the 
creation of any mortgage or charge which should take 
priority of the debentures. Ata time when such a restriction 
was still uncommon, it was held in a matter affecting 
property that notice of the debentures did not necessarily impose 
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on a subsequent incumbrancer the duty of reading the con- 
ditions, and that where the incumbrancer was misled into 
believing that there was nothing in the debentures to touch his 
security, he was not affected with constructive notice of the 
restriction (English, &c., Investment Co. v. Brunton, 41 W. R. 
188; 1892, 2Q. B. 700). But it would not be safe to rely upon 
this decision now that the restriction has become usual, and 
certainly not where the property in question is real estate. 

Such a consideration only arises, however, when the sub- 
sequent incumbrancer has notice of the debentures. Whether, 
in the absence of express notice, he is so Ser upon inquiry as to 
have constructive notice is a point which has not previously 
been decided. If the right of inspection of the company’s 
register of —— was not by section 43 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, expressly limited to creditors and members of the 
company, it would be possible that the register would give con- 
structive notice; but as against a prospective creditor this 
limitation deprives it of any such effect. The sole question, 
then, is whether the mere fact that companies frequently 
issue debentures imposed on the bank in the present case 
the duty of making special inquiry. Soto hold, however, would 
be to apply to new circumstances, and practically to extend, the 
doctrine of constructive notice, and to any such extension the 
courts are strongly opposed (see, for example, the judgment of 
Bowen, L.J., in English, &c., Investment Co. v. Brunton (1892, 2 
Q. B. p. 713). Upon this principle Romer, J., acted in the present 
instance. Every company, he said, does not issue debentures, 
and, moreover, every debenture does not charge all the property 
of the company, and certainly not property the title-deeds of 
which are left with the company. It might just as well be said, 
he continued, that because it is common for private individuals 
to mortgage their properties, a person asked to make advances 
to a borrower, who appears to be unincumbered owner and has 
the deeds shewing tin to be such owner, is bound to assume 
that the borrower has previously a or to make special 
inquiries of him on that footing. Such a contention, in the 
opinion of the learned judge, would be unreasonable, and he held 
that there was no negligence on the partof the bank which 
could affect it with constructive notice of the debentures. 


The question remains whether there were any special con- 
siderations affecting the failure of the debentare-holders to 
obtain possession of the deeds which would save them from the 
operation of the rule above referred to. The circumstances 
under which a legal mortgagee will be postponed to a subse- 

uent incumbrancer who o lent money on the faith of the 


then conclude a fortiori to the case of an equitable incumbrancer. 
The strength of the mortgagee is that he has the gal 
estate, and the problem is how to divest him of this advantage. 
But in the case of the equitable incumbrancer no such considers 
ation arises. He has an equity which, apart from its priority in 
int of time, is exactly equal to that of the subsequent incum- 
rancer, and the question is not whether he has by igence 
or otherwise forfeited a substantial advantage, such as the legal 
estate, but whether he has omitted a precaution against the 
creation of subsequent incumbrances which he ought to have 
taken. Viewed in this light the case is simply an application 
of the rule laid down in Rice v. Rice (supra). The debenture 
holders, whether with or without i failed to fortif 
themselves by ion of the title-deeds; the bank took th 
precaution. The bank therefore had the better equity, and the 
order of the incumbrances in point of time was immaterial, 
This seems to be a simpler way of treating the matter, but in 
either view the result is the same, and in the absence of a trust 
deed, debenture-holders cannot get a safe charge on the real 
property of the company unless the debentures provide for the 
title-deeds being placed in independent custody, 


—— 








REVIEWS. 
MAGISTRATES’ PRACTICE. 


THE MAGISTRATES’ ANNUAL PRACTICE, 1898; BEING A COMPENDIUM 
OF THE LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO MATTERS OccuPYING 
THE ATTENTION OF CourTs OF SUMMARY JURISDICTION, WITH AN 
APPENDIX oF STATUTES AND RULEs, List oF PUNISHMENTS DIARY 
FOR MAGISTRATES, &0, By CHARLES MILNER ATKINSON, Stipen- 
dary Magistrate of Leeds. Stevens & Sons; Sweet & eed 


This book is so well arran and is so clearly written, that no 
one will be surprised that it reached the third year of its exist- 
ence. It seems now to have become firmly blished as an 
authority on the subject with which it deals, and to have a succrss- 
ful career before it. We pointed out in a notice ofa former issue of the 
book that, “— the —. of its style enables the reader to 
readily grasp the law on any subject which it treats of, still, by 
aiming at such extreme simplicity the author occasionally misled 
his readers in some slight degree. This defect has been to a great 
extent remedied in the present volume, and although statute law is 
not always given in the precise words of the statute, the effect is 
given, as faras we have been able to test the book, with considerable 
accuracy. The book, in fact, is thoroughly good so far as it goes, 
but it does not go far en or contain as much as it 
ought, and when used in practice must constantly be supple- 
mented by reference to other works. To take an instance 


eeds are summed up in Northern Counties Insurance Co, v. almost at random, “‘Bger, Adulteration of,” is found in the 


Whipp (26 Ch. D. p. 494). To state them shortly, the legal index, with a reference to 


p- 163. On turning to that page, 


mortgagee is not postponed on the ground of mere negligence | however, for information on the subject of this not uncommon 
in getting or keeping the deeds, but he is postponed (1) where | offence, we merely find the words ‘as to adulteration of beer, see 48 
he has connived at the fraud which has led to the creation of | & 49 Vict. c. 51." Some subjects, too, of great importance are 
the subsequent equitable incumbrance without notice of his | eutirely omitted. Thus, the Factory Acts are passed over in almost 


mortgage, of which connivance the omission to use ordinary 
care in obtaining or keeping the title-deeds may be evidence ; 


complete silence, except in so far as they touch the subject of 
education. i 


and (2) where he has empowered the mortgagor to raise money ae ee of 


In eve’ ulous place summonses for against 
f Bm ers conumbente, and the utility of the book 
increased by the addition of seven or 


and the mortgagor has exceeded his authority: Perry Herrick eight pages avin with’ thie Gennehetthe law, Acts of Padlament ' 


v. Attwood (6 W. R. 204, 2 De G. & J. 21). In the present p 


since the last edition was published, and recent decisions of 


case Romer, J., considered that the debenture-holders had | the courts which touch the subject-matter of the book, are care- 


brought themselves under the second head; they had left the | fully and accurately dealt with, and this edition is 


ession of the company for the purpose of | to date. Amongst recent cases 
mentioned Powell v. Kempton Park Racecourse Co. (46 


title-deeds in the 


ht well up 
at some ,» may be 
. R. 8), the 


enabling it to deal with the property, and would have had to Seasons bation nen; in weds ase of Appeal (Rigby, L.J., 


suffer for the unauthorized dealing by the company, even if 


dissenting) differed from the decision of five judges of the 


Queen’s 


they had been legal mortgagees. A fortiori, then, when they Le egy 
were only equitable incumbrancers. While, if this view was ome tye y a Boe eek hei “ =. Ding wd of tha 


incorrect, Romer, J., said they would at any rate have to suffer | various 


alties which may be imposed for offences which can be 


for negligently leaving the deeds in the possession of the | dealt with summarily by 


company. 


tes. There is also a i 
calendar, which ought to be of service in reminding jellions oul 


With great deference, we should have said that neither conclu- | justices’ clerks of the matters which require particular attention ia 
sion followed. The title-deeds were left with the company because | ¢ach month of the year. 


the debentures made no provision for their custody by the 





debenture-holders, and there was certainly no specific intention, Srone’s Justices’ MANUAL; BEING THE YRarty Justices’ Prac? 


asin Perry Herrick y. Attwood, that the company should have 
the deeds for the purpose of raising money on them; and the 
negligence of the debenture-holders was not negligence amount- 


TICE FOR 1898. A GUIDE TO THE ORDINARY DUTIES OF A 
Justice oF THE Peace. WITH TABLE oF STATUTES, TABLE OF 
Cases, APPENDIX OF ForMS, AND TABLE OF 

THIRTIETH EDITION. Edited by Gzonrce B. Kennett, Esq., 
Town Clerk of Norwich. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co. 





mortgagee. It may be suggested, however, that it is unneces- 
sary to the reasoning on the case of a legal mortgagee, and 


This well-known book has now actually reached a thirtieth edition, 
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and considerably more than half a century has elapsed since the first 
i was published. It is hardly necessary to say more in recom- 
mendation of any work concerning which such a statement can be 
made. Indeed there can scarcely be an active magistrate in the 
eountry, and there certainly cannot be a justice’s clerk, to whom 
“*Stone”’ is not almost indispensable. As we said when noticing the 
twenty-ninth edition, we think that the interest of London practi- 
tioners might be consulted, by dealing more fully with the law 
relating exclusively to the metropolis; but within its professed limits, 
which do not include this part of the law, this book attains a very 
high degree of excellence and is extremely accurate and trustworthy. 
The editor expresses a hope in the preface (which we think is 
likely to be fully realised) that the book will be found as useful and 
reliable now that it has bocome an ‘‘ annual,’”’ as it has been for so 
long when it was merely a ‘‘manual.” Certainly the present 
volume loses nothing when compared with its predecessors. 
The Acts of Parliament of 1897 which relate to the duties of justices 
are not very numerous, neither are there many of great importance. 
They are, however, all carefully dealt with in this edition. One 
short Act, the Volunteer Act, 1897, which was passed to remove the 
difficulty found in the case of Meg. v. Lewis (1896, 1 Q. B. 665), is 
correctly noted in the text but is omitted from the list of statutes. 
The editor calls special attention to the Infant Life Protection Act, 
1897, which creates a number of new offences with the object of 
utting a stop to the cruelty to children which is so often brought to 
fight in connection with “baby farms.” This is certainly the most 
important of the new Acts noticed in this volame. The decisions of 
the courts, reported up to the end of last year, which touch on the 
subject-matter of the book, seem to be carefully noticed. Probably 
one of the most important of these is Boulter v. The Justices of Kent 
46 W. R. 114; 1897, A. C. 556) in which the House of Lords 
lecided that justices at a licensing meeting are not a court of 
summary jurisdiction, and that, consequently, appeals from the 
decisions of such jcstices are not regulated by the provisions of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879. 





RATING. 


A CopE oF THE LAW OF RATING AND PROCEDURE ON APPEAL, WITH 
AN APPENDIX CONTAINING ALL THE STATUTES (INCLUDING THE 
AGRICULTURAL RATES Act, 1896), FULLY ANNOTATED, AND SPECI- 
MENS OF VALUATIONS MADE FOR THE PURPOSES OF RaTina. By 
SYLVAIN MAYER, Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


In no branch of law is a code more needed or likely to prove more 
useful than in that devoted to the thorny and difficult subject of 
Rating. The very title, therefore, of this work constitutes, in itself, 
@ recommendation to the reader, who, moreover, will find, on con- 
sulting its pages, that the favourable impression first produced is 
fully justified. The whole work is divided into two parts, of which 
the first is entitled a ‘‘ Code of the Law of Rating,” while the second 
consists of an appendix of statutes relating to rating. In this con- 
nection it should be stated that the table of contents makes no 
mention of Part II. in referring to the appendix, so that the reader, 
unless he has read the preface, does not really know of what Part 
IT. consists, or whether there ¢s more than one part, until he turns 
to p. 285, when he fiuds what is, in itself, somewhat unusual— 
namely, Part II. described as an appendix. This, however, is a very 
small blemish, and might, we think, with advantage, be obviated in a 
future edition by suppressing the word ‘‘appendix”’ altogether. As 
regards Part I. it comprises ten titles, each of which is subdivided 
into articles. Without setting out the names of the various titles, it 
may be mentioned that Title I. deals with rating generally (the 
principles therein laid down applying to every description of pro- 
perty, whatever may be the subject-matter thereof), Titles II.-IX. 
with particular kinds of rateable property, and Title X. with proce- 
dure on appeal against a rate, considered under two sections, the 
first of which relates to appeals outside the metropolis, and the second 
to appealsinside it. This last-named title ought to be much appre- 
ciated by the profession and public on account of its practical value. 
It indicates every step that should be taken by an appellant, from 
the notice of objection to the Assessinent Committee until the appeal 
finally reaches the High Court. ‘ 

So much for Part I. As regards Part II., it sets out all the 
statutes (some 27 in number) relating to rating, commencing with 43 
Eliz. c. 2 (an Act for the relief of the poor) and ending with 59 & 60 
Vict. c. 16 (Agricultural Rates Act, 1896), and refers, in the notes, 
to many more. Each section of every statute set out is carefully 
annotated with the cases that have arisen under it, while at the end 
of:the appendix will be found some specimens of Valuations of Rail- 
way, Dock, Gas, Electric Light, and Water Companies, which, it is 

ested, may with advantage be compared with the various articles 
of Part. I., so as to realize, at a glance, how the principles of rating, 
which have been laid down, work out in practice. The index, at the 
end of the volume, occupies nearly fifty pages, and seems sufficient 


for all practical purposes, though, like most indexes, capable of 








improvement. We would suggest, for instance, as the outcome of 
article 134 that the title ‘‘ Surety” should be added to the index. A 
very large number of authorities are referred to in the Table of Cases, 
which gives a complete set of references to the various reports, 
though the date of each decision is neither mentioned there nor in 
the text, which is matter for regret. Owing, we suppose, to the 
date of the publication of the work, such cases as St. Asaph y, 
Llanrhaiadr-yn-Mochnant, Overseers of (1897, 1 Q. RB. 511 C, A,), 
Reg. v. London, Justices of (45 W. R. 247; 1897, 1 Q. B. 433), 
and Lambeth Overseers v. London County Council (46 W. R. 79), 
are not amongst the cases cited, though we are glad to notice that 
reference is made to the very recent cases of Middlesex County 
Council v. St. George’s Union (44 W. R. 666; 1897, 1 Q. B. 64), 
and Lancaster Commissioners v. Barrow-in-Furness (1897, 1 Q. B, 
166). The text of the work is immediately preceded by a Table of 
Statutes set out in the appendix, and of those merely referred to, 





THE RATING OF MINES AND QUARRIES; BEING A SHORT PRACTICAL 
TREATISE ON THE LAW OF RATING GENERALLY, AND IN ITs 
SPECIAL APPLICATION TO MINES, IRON WORKS, AND QUARRIES, 
By ARCHIBALD Brown, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Butter- 
worth & Co. 


The moderate dimensions of this work, which comprises less than 
fifty pages of text, obviously prevents its being a very comprehensive 
treatise on the subjects to which it is devoted. It is, however, a 
meritorious effort at condensation, which we hope will meet with the 
encouragement it deserves. The work is divided into two sections, 
Of these, the former is concerned with ‘‘ The Poor Rate,” while the 
latter comprises ‘‘ Taxes; also Rates other than the Poor Rate,” 
The principles of law applicable to the rating and taxation of mines, 
iron works, and quarries are accurately stated, together with rules 
for the assessment and valuation of rateable properties. Apt 
instances and illustrations of the propositions set forth in the text 
are given when necessary, and though these refer almost exclusively 
to special kinds of rateable property, it is believed that they will be 
found to be readily adaptable to all other rateable properties, in- 
cluding plant and machinery. In proof of the care displayed by the 
author, reference may be made to p. 30, e¢ seqg., where the 
differences between a mine and a quarry are indicated. A table of 
cases, giving their dates and also references to all the reports, 
precedes the text, which is followed by an index of fifteen pages, 
containing a number of suggestive titles. 
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Powell’s Principles and Practice of the Law of Evidence. 
Seventh Edition. By JoHNn CurueEr, B.A., Q.C., and CHARLES F, 
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A Manual of Common Law for Practitioners and Students, com- 

rising the Fundamental Principles, with Useful Practical Rules and 
Dedidene. By Jostan W. Smita, B.C.L., Q.C. Eleventh Edition, 
By CurHsert Spuriine, M.A., B.C.L. (Oxon), Barrister-at-Law. 
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A Digest of the Law of Contract, containing the Ouatlines of 
the English Law on the Subject, the Outlines of the Roman 
Dutch Law, a Collection of Illustrative English and Ceylon 
Cases, a Summary cf the Chief Caylon Statutes relating to Con- 
tracts, Notes on some Maxims relating to Contracts, and Case Notes 
on the Labour Laws of Ceylon. By Isaac Tampyan. London: 
Stevens & Sons (Limited), Price 105. net. 


The Universal Tutorial Series; London LL.B. Examination 
Papers, 1886-1898. W.B.Clive. Price 3s. 6d. 


Handbook on the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, with 
A proved Scheme of Compensation, Statutes referred to, &c. Fifth 
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**A Churchman,” writing to us with regard to the Temple Church 
Lenten Services, says: ‘‘ It is pleasing to know that after a long interval 
of about twenty years or more the benchers have been induced to 
allow a service every Friday at 5.30. The late Dean Vaughan, when 
Master of the Temple, used to give lectures in L2nt to the general public 
at eight o’clock on Fridays, and which were largely attended. Why 
Canon Ainger has never had any service except on Sundays must be 
beyond the comprehension of many Churchmen in the legal profession. 
Before Dean Vaughan’s time I recollect when morning prayer was 
daily at 9.15, and I well rec: llect a solicitor in the Temple of large practice 
who travelled every morning from Weybridge, went to his office, o 
all the letters, then started for that service. It is quite true the same 
gentleman did not burn the candle at both ends, for he might be seen at 
3.30 starting for Waterloo Station.” 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
KAYE v. CROYDON TRAMWAYS CO. No. 2. 9th and 23rd Feb. 


Liutrep Company—Sate or Unpertakinc to New Comrany—Bonvs To 
Dimecrors-Uttra Vires—Notice or Purross or ExtTraorpInary 
GeneraAL Meserinc—Companres Cravu-ezs Act, 1845 (8 Vicr. c. 16), 8s 
71, 85, 86. 


This was an a pen of the defendsnt company from a decision of 
Kekewich, J., and raised several questions of general importance in 
company law. The action. was brought by the plaintiff, a shareholder of 
the defendant company, on behalf of himself and all other shareholders 
in the company, to restrain the directors from Te out a provisional 

ement for the sale of the company’s unde g and assets to the 
British Electric Traction Co. The agreement made between the two 
companies provided for the sale of the undertaking, and continued as 
follows : Clause 2. ‘‘ In consideration of the said rale the Traction Co. 
shall, on the completion thereof, pay to the Tramways Co. the sum of 
£30,543. The Traction Co. shall also pay the sum of £500 to each of the 
present directors other than Mr. W. F Carruthers Wain, to whom the 
rum of £1,250 sha)l be paid, and £500 to the secretary of the Tramways 
Co. as compensation for loss of office.’’ Clause 6 provided as follows : 
‘This agreement and all the provisions hereof are conditional upon the 
eame being adopted by the shareholders of the Tramways Co., and in case 
of metre oy it shall be lawful for the Traction Oo., by notice in 
writing to the Tramways Co., to determine this agreement.’’ On the 26th 
of November, 1897, the Tramways Oo. gave notice of an extraordinary 
general meeting of the shareholders to be held on the 14th of December, 
at twelve noon, “‘ for the purpose of considering, and, if thought advis- 
able, of approving the terms of an agreement to be made between the 
Croydon Tramways Co. of the one part, and the British Electric 
Traction Co. (Limited) of the other part, being an agreement for sale of 
the undertaking and assets of the Croydon Tramways Co. to the British 
Electric Traction Co. (Limited).”’ On the let of December, acircular was 
iseued to the shareholders, stating that the sale to the Traction Co. would 
be at a price sufficient to pay off the preference — tal at par and return 
60 per cent. to the holders of the ordinary stock. The circular also 
stated: “‘The Traction Co., in addition, assume the responsibility for 
the debentures and other liabilities of the company, and as they are 
desirous of having the management in their own hands the directors and 
secretary have agreed to retire on being paid a lump sum as compenea- 
tion for their loss of office.” A form of proxy was also enclosed in the 
circular. At the extraordinary general meeting the plaintiff opposed the 
confirmation of the provirional agreement ; neverthelees it was confirmed 
by a very large majority. The plaintiff thereupon commenced his action, 
allegiog that the provision to pay a lump sum to the officers of the com- 
pany was ullra vires, and that the meeting was not duly summoned, on 
the ground that the notice of the meeting and the circular did not 
sufficiently disclose the real terms of the agreement which were to be 
considered. This latter question depended upon the construct‘on of 
section 71 of the Companies Clauses Act, 1845, which Act was incorporated 
in the Tramways Companies Act. Section 71 is as follows: ‘‘ Fourteen 
days’ public notice at the least of all meetings, whether ordinary or 
extraordinary, shall be given by advertisement, which shall specify the 
place, the day, and the hour of meeting; and every notice of an extra- 
ordinary meeting, or of an ordinary meeting, if any other business than 
the business hereby, or by the special Act appointed for ordinary meet- 
ings is to be done thereat, shall specify the purpose for which the meeting 
is called.’? On motion for an injunction to restrain the directors from 
carrying out the terms of the provisional agreement, Kekewich, J., granted 
the injunction, being of opinion that the notice of the meeting was 
insufficient to satisfy the statute, and that a majority of the meeting 
could not, as against a discentient shareholder, bind bim to an agreement 
by which a large sum of money wouid pass into the hands of the officers 
of the company and confer no benefit on the shareholders of the com- 
pany. The Tramways Co. appealed, and after the a had been 
argued the court expressed an opinion that they could not do justice to 
the plaintiff in the absence of the purchasing company. The care stood 
over, therefore, for the writ to be amended by adding the Traction Co. as 
defendants, and for them to be served with notice of motion before the 
Oourt of Appeal. 


Tue Court (Lrypiey, M.R., and Ricsy and Vavenan Wiut1ams, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 


Linpity, M.R.—This is an extremely important case, and one or two 
questions of general importance are raised. Kekewich, J., has restrained 
the carrying out of the agreement until the judgment in the action on the 
ground that the agreement is ud(ra vires—that is, that one shareholder can 
restrain the sale. The subordinate question is, Has Kekewich, J., gone too 
far in this? Itis not yet a confirmed agreement, and the question turns 
ultimately on the sufficiency of the statutory notice. It is quite obvious 
that the clause providing for remuneration to be paid to the directors is, 
to say the least of it, a very unusual clause. It is to be paid to them as 
compeneation for loss of office. One would not think it was that merely 
from reading it. It is said to be an illegal agreement and such a one 
that no company can enter into even if the shareholders wish it. Iam 
not prepared to go that length, and there is no proposition of law to tbat 
effect. Iam not prepared to say that the shareholders cannot do it. 
Southall v. British Mutual Life Assurance Society (19 W. R. 236, L. R. 11 
Eq. 65, and on appeal 19 W. R. 865, L. R. 6 Ch. App. 614) is the nearest 


86 of the Companies Clauses 1845, to shew that it must be invalid. 
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was going into the of the directors. All that the Act of Parlia- 
ment requires must be done, but it must be done . It follows that 
although the contract is one which the can “ym Mage tld 
not one which is binding on absent . Theorder be : 
Discharge the order of Kekewich, J., and restrain the from 


com 

carrying the agreement into effect until sanctioned by the shareholders of 
the Tramways Co. at a meeting duly convened for that . The 
costs of the origin] plaintiff and defendants to be costs in the action, and 
the Traction Co., added as defendants, to have their costs. 
Ricuy, L.J.—I am of the same opinion. First of all this contract is not 
ultra vires—that is, it is not a contract which the company has no power 
to carry into effect. It would be monstrous to hold that a con 
this sort would make a contract ultra tires. I will say nothi 
Southall v. British Mutual Assurance Society (ubi su, t Borys that that 
question was clearly raised before the Master of the Ro and the Court of 
Appeal ; and remembering that u/ira vires is not a question of com ’ 
but a question of ny or otherwise, we find the question here is whether 
the company has a capacity to enter into the contract. It seems to 
= baa a is an ag pass of —_ if upon proper pg the share- 

olders the company in general meeting approves, may be a very 
agreement; but on the question whether there has been sufficient motioe 
to the shareholders and sufficient approval ata , we must 
remember that there was no contract at any time and is not now any 
contract in which any director has any interest at all. As to the question 
of notice ; if it can be said that the purpose of the meeting is shewn in 
the advertisement we have no right to require auything more; but the 
question arises, Was the of this meeting discl ? If were 
eeveral —— then the notice is not sufficient ; if there was one purpose 
it was not indicated. Icannot think that the notice actually given was 
either literally or in spirit within the meaning of section 71. It must 
give at any rate a fair and candid and reasonable e tion of the 
urpose or purposes for which the meeting is to be held. This was far 
rom being a candid circular. 

Vavenan Witiiams, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect. Appeal 
allowed.—Counset, Cripps, Q.C., Warrington, Q.C., and Rowden ; 
well Davis, QC., and J. Bradford; Buckley, Q.O., and Stewart Smith, 
Soricrrors, Hugh C. Godfray; Walter Webb ¢ Co; Sydney Morse. 
[Reported by W. Smattcross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Re RIDLEY, RIDLEY ». VAUGHAN, No. 2. 5th and 17th Feb. 


Witt—Consrruction—AppirionaL ok SusstirutTronat Girr—CarLpren oF 
Curtp wo * Saati Dis” 1n Liretime or Tesrarrtx. 


Appeal from a decision of North, J. By her will, dated the 22nd of 
September, 1893, Jane Ridley appointed her sons, James Oartmell Ridley 
and Samuel John Ridley, executors and trustees thereof, and after a 
pecu' legacy to each of them as executor, jand specific bequests to 
them and each of her other children then living and to her granddaughter 
Phoebe Frances Stoney, and certain pecuniary bequests, inclading a 
bequest of £500 t» the trustees upon trusts in favour of Phobe Frances 
Stoney, she devised and bequeathed all the residue of her estate real and 
personal unto her executors ‘“‘upon trust to divide the same —s 
my children in equal shares absolutely ; provided always that if any 
of mine shall die in my lifetime leaving a child or children who shall sur- 
vive me, and, being a son or sons, shall attain the age of twenty-one years, 
or, being a daughter or daughters, shall attain that age or marry 
that age, then, and in every such case, the last-mentioned child or children 
shall take (and if more than one equally between them) the share which 
bis, her, or their parent would have taken of and in the residuary trust 
funds ifeuch parent had survived me.’’ The testatrix died on 15th 
of March, 1894, and her will was proved by the executors on the 7th of 
June, 1894. At the date of her will and at the time of her death the 
testatrix had six children living ; she had had two other children, both of 
whom were dead at the date of her will—namely, Charles Jove Filer 
who had died a bachelor, and Sarah Agnes Stoney, the m of the 
above-named Phoebe Frances Stoney, who was born in 1886. On the 
division of the estate tho question arore whether Phabe Frances Stoney, it 
she lived to attain the age of twenty-one ycars or married, would be 
entitled to share in the residuary real and personal estate of the testatrix. 
North, J., in chambers, held that the grandchild was eutitled to share in 
the residue. The defendants, the beneficiaries other than Phabe Frances 
Stoney, appealed. 

Tur Court (Linpiey, M.R., and Rrosy and Vavowan Wrtuams, L.JJ.) 
allowed the — 

Linptey, M.R.—The case has been extremely ingeniously argued by 
Mr. Younger. After all, this is an attempt to force us by authority to 
defeat the obvious intention of the testatrix. [ile lordship stated the 
terms of the will, and continued :}] She has provided for her only — 
grandchild. She provides for her children iu clause 5 of her will, nt 
for children who are dead. She meant children then living, and that is 
the line which es this case from Loring v. Thomas (9 W. BR. 919, 1 
Drew. & Sm. 497). The must be allowed. 
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J the decision in Loring v. Thomas (ubi supra), but in recent times 
judges have set their faces against canons of construction which make 
rules applicable to words used with one set of facts applicable also to the 
same words used with a different set of facts. The Vice-Chancellor, in 
Loring v. Thomas (ubi supra), said, though the meaning of the words 
“* shall die’ was undoubted, yet it was flexible. Here the testatrix was 
dealing with the immediate members of her family, only those of her 
children who were still living. 
Vaveuan WitttaMms, L.J.—I concur in this decision with considerable 
satisfaction, because Mr. Younger has argued that, having regard to 
Loring v. Thomas (ubi supra) and other cases, the court has no choice but 
to put the construction on these words which he was arguing—that is, he 
put it to us that the case referred to laid down a canon of construction of 
there words of universal application wherever these words occurred, The 
tendency of modern decision has always been to refuse to lay down any 
general rule. On this particular will I have arrived at the same conclusion 
as the other members of the court. Appeal allowed.—Counsgi, R. H. 
Forster; Younger. fSoxtctrors, Crossman, Prichard, § Co., for Dees ¢$ 
Thompson, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
[Reported by W. Suattcross Goppazp, Barrister-at-law.! 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re VERNEY’S SETTLED ESTATES. Kekewich, J. 18th Feb. 


Szrtzep Lanp—Apruication or Carrran Monsy—Improvement ReEnt- 
Cuarces—Repvcrion or InterEst—RepemptTion or CHAaRGES—Regray- 
MENT TO TENANT FOR Lire—Setriep Lanp Act, 1887, s. 1 


Money for the improvement of certain eettled estates in Buckingham- 
shire was raised by loan from a land improvement company and charged 
upon the land by the Inclosure Commissioners in the form of terminable 
annuities under the Improvement of Land Act, 1864. In 1896 Sir 
Edmund Hope Verney, the tenant for life in possession, in order to 
obtain a reduction of interest on the charges from 4} to 3} per cent., 
obtained a transfer of the charges to the Clerical, Medical, and General 
Insurance Co. For this he paid to the original holders the sum of £915 
out of his own moneys. On the 20th of December, 1897, Sir Edmuud 
gave notice to the trustecs of the settlement requiring them to repay him 
the eum of £915 out of capital moneys belonging to the settlement which 
had now come into the hands of the trustees. This was a summons 
taken out by Sir Edmund, which raised the question (inter alia) whether 
the trustees would be justified in recouping him the £915 under the 
provisions of the Settled Land Act, 1887, s. 1, which provides that 
** Where any improvoment of a kind authorized by the Act of 1882 has 
been made . . . and a rent-charge . . has been created in 
pursuance of any Act of Parliament with the object of paying off any 
moneys advanced for the purpose of defraying the expenses of such 
improvement, any capital money expended in redeeming such rent-charge 
or otherwise providing for the payment thereof, shall be deemed to be 
applied in payment for an improvement authorized by the Act of 1882.” 


Kzxewicu, J.—This reduction of interest was no doubt a great 
advantage to the tenant for life and also to his successors if they succeed 
him while these rent-charges still remain. In order to get it he has had 
to pay £915 out of his own moneys, and he wants it repaid to him out of 
capital money in the bands of the trustees. The question is, What is he 
entitled to under the Settled Land Act, 1887, s.1?’ Under that section 
he is entitled to have the capital money ‘‘ expended in redeeming ’’ these 
rent-charges. Well, this is not a case of actually redeeming them. 
Redemption is the paying off of principal, interest, and costs. Is it, then, 
capital money expended ‘‘in otherwise providing for the payment 
thereof.”” I do not think that points towards recouping a tenant for life 
payments which he has made out of his own moneys. This is a volun 

_ payment for reduction of interest made by the tenant for life partly for 
is own benefit. I think, therefore, it would be wrong to allow the 
trustees to recoup the tenant for life this payment out of the capital 
money in their hands.—Covunss., Warrington, Q.0., and W. C. Druce ; 
W. H. Coltman, Souicrtors, Twisden § Co., for Hearn § Hearn, Bucking- 
ham ; Western § Sons. 

[Reported by C. C. Hznstey, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re MAYNARD’S (LIM.) Kekewich, J. 25th Feb. 


Company—Suargs Issvep as Futty Paw—Svprtementat Contract— 
STATEMENT OF ConsIDBRATION—PARTICULARITY—SUFFiclENCcY — COMPANIES 
Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. c. 131), s. 25. 

This was a motion by Mr. Charles Riley Maynard for the rectification of 
the register of Maynard’s (Limited), in respect of certain shares which had 
been allotted to him as fully paid up in pursuance of a contract filed 
under section 25 of the Companies Act, 1867. In consequence of the 
recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Re Kharaskhoma Exploring and 
Prospecting Syndicate (46 W.R. 37; 1897, 2 Ch. 451) doubts had arisen 
concerning the sufficiency of the contract which had been filed, and the 
applicant had taken the present proceedings in order to obtain the opinion 
of the court. The facts were as follows: By an agreement dated the 
14th of March, 1896, the applicant had agreed to sell, and the company 
had agreed to purchase, at the price of £40,000, the businesses and 

ty specified in the first part of the schedule thereto and the lease- 
old premises specified in the second part of the said schedule. The 
£40,000 was to be paid and eatiefied partly in cash, partly in fully-paid shares. 

On the 13th of March, 1896, that contract was adopted by the company, 


contained a recital of the principal agree 
it and the nature and extent of the consideration to be paid in cash and 
aio shares, but only referring to the subject-matter of the sale ag 
e 
to the principal agreem 
ag ee of which are set out in the second part’ of the said schedule, 
o further description of the property or premises was given. The 
question which the court had to determine was whether or not the filed 
agreement contained a sufficient statement of the consideration for which 
the fully-paid shares were to be issued. Counsel for the company did not 
argue the point, but stated that the company was willing to submit to 
such order as his lordship should deem proper. 


Kexewicu, J., after stating that, although the absence of any argument 
on the part of the company placed him ata serious disadvantage, yet he 
preferred to decide the question of sufficiency rather than content himself 
with making an order rectifying the register on the grounds that a 
reasonable doubt existed, continued as follows: The question is, Is thisa 
sufficient contract within section 25 of the Companies Act, 1867? the 
objection being that the consideration for the issue of these fully-paid 
shares is not sufficiently stated. Now, it may be said that this is not a 
contract at all, and in one sense it is not, for it is not an original but 
only a confirmatory contract. There is, however, no doubt that a short 
confirmatory contract is sufficient for the p 3 of the Act, and it is 
convenient and advantageous that it should be so. Whether you call ita 
confirmatory contract, or whatever you call it, it must have all the 
elements of a contract; that is how I understand the decision in the 
Kharaskhoma case. For the present purpose Chitty, L.J., puts the matter 
more plainly than the other lords justices, he says: ‘‘ Now, what is the 
object of the section? Publicity; to give information by registering the 
contract to any person who proposes to deal with the a either by 
way of becoming a shareholder, or lending money or the like. He is to 
go to theregister to find—what? To find the contract. He goes to the 
register in this case, but he does not find the contract ; he finds part—half 
as it were—of the contract. He has no right to see the unregistered part 
—that is, the document of the 17th of August, and he would be at the 
mercy of the company whether they shewed it or not.’’ You must, 
therefore, shew the essentials of a contract; you have not got a contract 
if you omit the name of the vendor, or the name of the purchaser, or a 
description of the thing to be purchased, or the price to be paid for it, 
You must have all these four essentials—the vendor, the purchaser, the 
price, and the thing for which the price is given, or else you have not 
a contract. Now, in the present case you have got the first three, but 
have you got the property for which these shares are to be allotted? 
Before deciding that question I shall refer to what Chitty, L.J., sa 
about the particularity with which the consideration must be stated ; 
says: ‘* This judgment of ours will not in any way affect the question 
with what degree of particularity the consideration must be stated in the 
contract. If the consideration is, for instance, a concession in Seuth 
Africa, the person who reads the registered document will see that it 
is a concession in South Africa and will form his own opinion about 
it. So if it is furniture supplied to an hotel company, he may be able 
to go at once and see what that furniture is, or he may not, because 
after a lapse of time the furniture may be worn out. Again, if it 
is the sale of a goodwill and stock-in-trade, the consideration stated 
being the goodwill and the stock-in-trade, he sees the nature of the 
consideration and he sees it stated.’’ I do not take it that the lord 
justice meant to say that a reference toa concession in South Africa 
without more would be sufficient, and in his subsequent examples I 
take it that the lord justice is speaking of the furniture in a particular 
hotel, or the goodwill of a particular business referred to in the contract. 
Now turn to the recitals in the supplemental contract in the present case, 
What have you? There isa recital that the vendor has agreed to sell, 
and the company to purchase, the businesses and property mentioned in 
the schedule to the principal contract. There is no mention even of the 
situation of the property. Then again, the leaseholds are only referred to 
in the recital as being the leaseholds specified in the schedule to the 
principal contract. Any person who read this supplemental contract 
would not know whether there was one leasehold house or fifty houses, or 
whether there was ground-rent or rack-rent payable in respect of them, 
or in fact anything atall aboutthem. It seems to me idle to say that the 
property is properly described by reference to the contents of a schedule 
which is not part of the document itself and which you cannot find out, 
Chitty, L J., said in his judgment that there must be some particularity 
of description, but he did not say what d of particularity was neces- 
sary ; but herethere is no ee whatever, and I therefore do not 
think this is a good contract within the section of the Act. Now, that 
being so, the register must be rectified, and on this point there is in Mr. 
Chadwyck Healey's book a reference toa case which I have followed for 
ears. Ina case like the present it seems to me that the court must 
only rectify the register by striking off the applicant’s name, for he 
has been put on the register for so many shares not fully paid up, which, 
of course, was not the contract. It has been suggested that the order 
should direct that after the applicant's name has been cancelled a new 
and sufficient agreement should be executed and filed and new shares 
issued and delivered to the applicant. It does not seem to me to bea 
proper form of order to direct that on something being done which has 
not yet been done the register should be rectified. I think that what Mr. 
Chadwyck Healey says in reference to the course adopted in the Court of 
Ap in the case of Re The New Eberhardt Co. (388 W.R. 97, 43 Oh. D. 
118), which is unreported on this point, is right, and that the only order 
which the court should make is an order directing the applicant’s name to 





and a supplemental agreement for the issue of the fully-paid shares 


be struck off the register.—Counszi, Warrington, Q.0,,and Whinney; W. 





March 5, 1898 9% 


was filed under section 25 of the Companies Act, 1867. This agreement 
ment, setting forth the parties to 


usinesses and property mentioned in the first part of the schedule” — 
ent, and ‘‘the leasehold hereditaments, short 





* 










































































f 


& DFNRESAMPEPSRSSSSTKP RSS Pate PMV SRO SVE GAs OM HR TUO RI OHRP AE RB On eae bhew tae ew ee emo me eroee 








ees 
















m. The 
the filed 
or which 
did not 
ubmit to 


rgument 
, yet he 
, himself 
3 that a 
Is thisa 
57? the 
ly-paid 
is not a 
inal buat 
t a short 
and it is 
call ita 
all the 
n in the 
> matter 
it is the 
ring the 
ither by 
He is to 
28 to the 
en 
t 

3) of te 
1 must, 
contract 
er, OF & 
(for it. 
ser, the 
not got 
ree, but 
llotted ? 
J.) says 
ed; he 
question 
lin the 
on Seuth 
that it 
n about 
be able 
because 
n, if it 
1 stated 
» of the 
the lord 
1 Africa 
mples I 
urticular 
ontract. 
mt case, 
. to sell, 
ioned in 
n of the 
erred to 
. to the 
contract 
uses, OF 
f them, 
that the 
ichedule 
ind out, 
cularity 
S neces- 
> do not 
ow, that 
3in Mr. 
ywed for 
rt must 
for he 
, which, 
e order 
da new 
y shares 
to bes 
hich has 
rhat Mr. 
Court of 
Oh. D. 
y order 
name to 
wy; W 














March 5, 1898. ° THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, [Vol. 42.] 309 
— — —— =— a = 
. Vernon; A. R. Kirby. So » Rawli Butt; Vernon, Son, ¢ | difficulty of working out such rates would almost 
Ratan ; Harris, Witten, $ Raikes. noe . inuperabe, and I can hardly foes such Principle hus ben _ 
[Reported by R. J. A. Monnrsox, Barrister-at-Law.] . sone can gg yr : ey, Sey oot be 





‘¢ High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


KNIGHT (Appellant) ». THE LANGPORT DISTRICT DRAINAGE 
BOARD (Respondents). Div. Court. 25th Feb. 


Dramace—Rares—Generat anp Spectan Rares—Drarmacs Boarp— 
Power To Levy Proportionate on DirrerentiAL RaTes—SoMERSETS HIRE 
Drarnace Act,’ 1877 (40 & 41 Vier. c. xxxvt.), 


Case stated by the court of quarter sessions for the county of Somerset 
in the matter of an appeal against a — rate aud of an appeal against 
a general rate made by the Langport District Drainage on the 10th 
of March, 1896. The rates were required for the of and pur- 
suant to the Somersetshire Drainage Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. xxxvi.). 
It was arranged that the two appeale should be heard together, as the 
facts and principle involved were, so far as is material, identical. The 
quarter sessions quashed the rates. The appellant Knight is the owner 
and occupier of a certain house and shop in the town and parish 
of Langport, within the jurisdiction of the Langport Drainage 
Board and of the Somersetshire Drainage Com ioners; and it 
is in respect of such property that the rates appealed against were 
imposed. The respondents are a district drainage constituted for 
the Langport district, and this district with certain other districts include 
and — the whole of the lands within the jurisdiction of the Somer- 
setshire Drainage Commissioners, who, together with the boards of the 
districts, constitute the drainage authority under the Act. In addition to 
the powers veeted in the commissioners and district boards under the Act, 
and except as expressly varied thereby, there are—by section 140 of the 
Act—vested in such commissioners and district boards all powers con- 
ferred on commissioners of sewers by Act of Parliament, law, or custom. 
The rates were expressed to be made under the provisions of the Act, and 
were duly confirmed. One of such rates consists of a rate, and 
the other of a general rate. The ial rates are leviable by the com- 
missioners and district boards for the purpose of defra: the expenses 
of any improvements in existing work or the construction of new works, 
and form a tax upon owners. All the other rates leviable are po 
rates and form a tax upon occupiers. The expenses in which the two 
rates were made were lawfully incurred by the commissioners 
and the Langport district board in respect of the drainage of the 
Langport district, and the aforesaid property of the appellant 
comes within the area deriving benefit, and is, therefore, lawfully 
rateable. The appellant objected to the rates on the ground that 
instead of his property being rated equally. with all other rateable 
property within the district the respondents had levied a differential 
rate and had rated the appellant at a higher rate in pre rtion to the 
greater benefit received by such property. The principle adopted by the 
Langport District Board in the mode of levying their special and general 
rates made in pursuance of the Act, was as follows: The net annual value 
of the property as assessed to the poor rate was taken as the basis of the 
value of the various properties for the purpose of apportioning the 
drainage rates. The board divided the different rateable properties into 
three classes, which were relatively formed and arranged upon the prin- 
ciple of proportionate benefit received and danger avoided by the 
properties contained in each class by virtue of the Act, and a propor- 
tionate or differential rate is levied in each of such three classes; and the 
ratepayers are distributed into these three clasees according to the quantum 
of supposed benefit received and danger avoided by each ratepayer. For 
the special rate the three classes pay respectively 2s., 1s. 4d., and 8d. in 
the pound, and for the general rate, 1s., 8d.,and 4d. The appellant’s 
property was placed in class 1 as to both rates, and rated at the highest rate. 

e appellant contended that the respondents had acted contrary to law in 
adopting the above system of classification and differential rating, and 
alleged that the respondents had no power to levy any rate other than an 
equal rate upon all the property benefited by the Act, and that if the 
district were divided individual ratepayers in the same area could 
not be placed in the different classes because of the supposed different 
quantum of benefit received. The respondents ounteniel that the prin- 
ciple of classification and proportionate or differential rating was lawful 
and in accordance with their powers. The court of quarter sessions 
being of opinion that in thus ¢ ying the different properties within 
their district and levying a proportionate rate the respondents had acted 
contrary to law, quashed the two rates, subject to a case for the opinion 
of the court. The question now was whether the principle of propor- 
tionate or differential rating, according to the — benefit ved 
or danger avoided, was lawful and in accordance with the powers of the 
board. The following cases, amongst others, were referred to: Bow v. 
Smith (9 Mod. 94), Rex v. Commissioners of Sewers for the Tower Hamlets (9 
B. & C. 517) Soady v. Wilson (3 A. & E. 248), Metropolitan Board of Works 
v. The Vauxhall Bridge Co. (5 W. R. 711, 7 E. & B. 964), . Vv. Head and 
the Metropolitan Board of Works (11 W.R. 339,3 B. & 8S. 419), Pew v. 
Metropolitan Board of Works (13 W.R. 580, 34 L. J. M. C. 97), Griffiths v. 
— and Eldersficld Drainage Board (19 W. R. 1162, L. R. 6 Q. B. 


Tue Covrt (Wricut and Darina, JJ.) dismissed the appeal of the 
drain board 


age . 

Weaicut, J.—It seems to me that the p tion for which Mr. Foote, 
on behalf of the drainage board, contended, would, if well founded in 
law, have been found in authorities decided a long time ago; but there 
ate no such authorities. If such a contention were to prevail the 


was 

contention of the respondents as far as they want it to go. 
whatever was said in that case in reference to the matter was an extra 
judicial opinion, and, in addition to being ambiguous in 
reference to a special Act. In the case of Pew v. Metropolitan Board of 
Works, the court ———. or certainly implied, the 
extra-judicial opinion given by the court in the Vaurhall Bridge 
not in accordance with what the judges 
law on the ‘subject, but in d 
Vauxhall Bridge case, they did not overrule it. So Blackburn, J., in 
case of Griffiths v. i 
true—in opposition to the respondents’ contention—namely, that onl, 
those who derived a benefit from the works can be rated. That is very 


. 
it 
; 


different from the contention for the respondents. Again, in Reg. v. 
Head, Crompton, J., goes out of his way ey Barter dag ower * 
the extra-judicial o expressed in the Vauxhall Bridge case. 

is one other matter I refer to— , the Act 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 22, s. 14, 
which does not give us much help this case. I very much 
doubt whether it is competent for the comm! under section 14 of 
that Act, to constitute special districts by taking out lar properties 


acco! to levels, because, if we 

constitution of what are called special drainage districts, and I do not 
see how it would be ible to apply 

that can be done to te 

individual cases. I think, therefore, the justices in quarter sessions wero 
right in their decision. 

Danunec, J., concurred.—Oounset, Foote, Q.C., and Garland; R. 
Wallace, Q.C., Howland Roberts, and Weatherley. Sortcrrons, Louch, for 
Louch § Poole; Gearse, Son, § Pease, for Hill § Son, Langport. 

[Reported by Sir Suznston Baxen, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.! 


FARLEY (Appellant) ». HIGGINBOTHAM (Respondent). Div. Court. 
25th Feb. 


Foop anp Dauos—Apvutteration—Rervusat to Svuprty Articte Fron 
Anatysis—Avutnority or ConstapLs—Liapiuity or SHOPKEEPER FOR 
Rervsat sy Manacsr—Satz or Foop anp Daves Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vicr. c. 63), ss. 13 anv 17, 


Case stated by justices of the > 
the 30th day of Re wane age at By a, 
Lancaster, an informa‘ was y John Higgin' 
respondent) against the pot under section 17 of the 38 & 39 Vict. 
c 


with having had, on the 13th of October, 1897, on i 
shop at Newton le Willows, a certain article of food—to wit, coftee ; and 
that one James Duncan, a constable in that behalf duly authorized and 
appointed, applied to the 
cle of food and tendered to 
which Duncan required for analysis, and 
refused to sell the same to the constable. The justices heard 
mined this information and convicted the appellant 
£3 and costs. The facts were these: On the 13th of October, 1897, 
Police-constable Duncan, then not an officer duly appointed the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, in obedience to verbal instructions from the 
es = == — auly. appointed under the Food and 
Act, visited the provision shop proprietor 
the appellant. He demanded from 
a-po of coffee, and after some conversation as to the price 
he eventually purchased, in the presence of another assistant, 
half-a-po of coffee at 1s. 64., for which he tendered 
and received in return 1s. 3d. change. 
constable, who was not an officer 
shop and Duncan informed bim of the purchase he had made. This 
constable then read over the usual caution ia the wo 
assistants and of the manager, who had come in at this time, and he 
stated that the coffee had been purchased for analysis. The coffee 
then divided into three parts, and as 
labels the manager suddenly got hold of the pots containing t 
and threw the contents over the floor. Duncan informed the frm 
that the coffee had been bought and paid for Bago and was ore 
bis property, and demanded one half-pound of 
(at the time pointing to a tin where the first half-pound had come 
The manager refused to supply the same, or to let 
do so. The manager o to return the money Duncan had paid, but 
Duncan refused to take it. No second tender of money was made by 
Duncan. It was admitted that neither the appellant nor the respondent 


PEE 
258 
Fes 
Hi 
BES 


was present in the shop at the time the purchase was made by Duncan, or 
subsequently when the refused to supply a similar quantity on 
demand by Duncan. The t had given express instructions ia 
writing to the manager that all coffee must be sold as coffee and chicory 


except in the case of pure coffee at 1s, 8d. Ib., and that whenever a 
customer asked for coffee the manager 1 him 
, except in the case of pure coffee at 1s. 8d. per lb. The questions 





chicory 
for th of the court were: (1) Whether the res could 
altenlen the on app tey pe aerate hag sage | 


authorize the constab 
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of the Act, and if not, was there any refusal to sell under the statute; 
(2) whether, no ‘second tender having been made by the constable 
Duncan for the half-pound of coffee in accordance with section 
17, there was any refusal to sell under the statute; (3) 
whether, in the absence and ignorence of the appellant, 
there was any refusal to sell on his part; and (4) whether 
the manager, having acted without authority and expressly 
disobeyed the orders of the appellant, there was a refusal to 
eell on behalf of the appellant? The Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, providee—section 13: ‘‘ Any medical officer of health, inspector 
of nuieances, or inspector of weights and measures, . . . OF avy 

~ pQlice constable under the direction and at the cost of the local authority 
ves ng such officer, inspector, or constable, or charged with the 
execution of this Act, may purchase any sample of food or drugs’’ for 
the purpose of analysis, and section 17: ‘‘If any such officer, inspector, 
or constable as above described shall apply,to purchace any article of food 
or any drug exposed to sale . . . in any shop or stores, and shall 
tender the price for the quantity which he shall require for the purpose 
of analysis and the person exposing the same for sale shall 
refuse to sell the same to such officer, inspector, or constable, such 
person shall be liable to a penalty not exceeding ten pounds.” 

Tur Cover (Wricut and Dariine, JJ.), dismissed the appeal without 
calling on counsel for the respondent. 

Wauicnt, J.— With regard to the first question, we must take it that 
the police-constable was acting under the general authority of the 
respondent, and, if so, the case comes within section 13. Although he 
was not himself an authorized official he was acting under the authority 

CK question 
























Tes ‘4 OFeé Ser! stio ’ 
far the owner of a shop is liable for the act of his aaneger? An employer 
ii the act of his servant in such a case as this, upon the 
FISL O 3 Pp’ e ~ Pg 
c- seems to me that these 
ation Acts cou é@ worked if persons who keep shop 
were not to be held liable for acts done by their servants in carrying on 
the ordinary course of the business. I think, therefore, this appeal 
ought to be dismissed. 
Darune, J., concurred.—Covunsget, Jordan; Clay. Soxicrrors, 7. 8. 
Sproston, Newcastle-under-Lyme; Ridsdale ¢ Son, for F. C. Hulton, 
Preston. 






[Reported by Sir Suznstox Baker, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Bankruptcy Cases. 
WATKINS v. LINDSAY. Wright, J. 24th Feb. 


Banxrvurtrcy—Mvrvat Crepir anp Sst Orr—Banxrvurrcy Act, 1883 (46 
& 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 38. 

' his was an action brought by the plaintiff as trustee in the adminis- 
tration of the estate of A. A. H. Cronmire, deceased, to recover the 
amount of a cheque drawn by the defendant in favour of Cronmire and 
stop by him after Cronmire’s death, and after the order for the 
administration of his estate in bankruptcy. The defendant contended 
that he had a claim against Cronmire which arose after the latter’s death, 
and that he was entitled to set off this claim against the amount claimed 
by the plaintiff. The facts and arguments are set forth in the 
judgment. 

’ RIGHT, J.—Cronmire on the 14th of April, 1897, had a speculative 
account open with his stockbroker which might result, on the next 
account day, in a profit or a loss. It has not been argued that it wasa 
gaming account, and I must allow it to have been genuine. Wanting 
money upon the 14thof April, he gave orders to his stockbroker to sell 
some eecurities for cash, and upon the 15th of April he received the 
proceeds in the form of a cheque for the amount produced by the eale, less 
the amount of the balance due from him on the last account This 
cheque he put into his safe meaning to cash it upon the next day, but 
upon the next day he died. Upon the 24th of April an order under 
section 125 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, was made for the administration 
of his estate in bankruptcy, and the trustee appointed under that order 
immediately presented the cheque, but agers thereof was refused by 
the stockbroker’s bankers by tne direction of their customer. Upon the 
28th of April a further balance became due from Cronmire to his stock- 
broker in respect of the speculative accouut mentioned above; and the 
question which I now have to decide is whether the stockbroker is entitled 
to set off that balance against the debt in respect of which the cheque was 
given. The stockbroker contended that he was entitled to set off his 
claim under section 38 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The trustee, on the 
other hand, raised two contentions—firstly, that according to the doctrine 
of administration (2ees v. Watts, 11 Exch. 410; Newell v. The National 
Provincial Bank, 24 W. R. 458,1 ©. P. D. 496; Re Gregson, 36 Ch. D. 
223), a debt not payable by the deceased in his lifetime cannot be set off 
against a debt which did become payable to him in his lifetime ; secondly, 
it was contended that the events of the 14th of April put an end to any 
mutuality as between matters before and matters after that date, and 
amounted to a settlement on the 14th of April upon the terms that the 
cheque and the money represented thereby belonged thenceforth to 
Cronmire, and, therefore, now belong to his edministrator, discharged 
from any set off for future liabilities. As to the first contention, I cannot 
find the doctrine in the authorities cited recognized in, or applicable to, 


the position is just the same as if Cronmire had not died at all, but had 


merely become bankrupt upon the 24th of April. As to the second 
point, I say that, in order to prevent set-off, there must be a bin 
agreement between the parties that there shall be no set-off. If Cronmire 
had lived and the broker had proved in his bankruptcy for his claim the 
trustee could have set off the dishonoured cheque, and that seems to 
involve the conclusion that the set-off is opsrative in favour of either 
‘party. Judgment for defendant.—Counset, Robson, Q.C., and R. J. 
Willis; H. Reed, Q.C., and Edward Clayton. Sottcrrors, H. H. Boorns ; 
Ward, Perks, & McKay. 
{Reported by P. M. Faancxz, Barrister-at-Law.! 





LAW SOCIETIES. 


CHESTER AND NORTH WALES INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 


The seventeenth annual meeting of this society was held at the Town: 
Hall, Chester, on Friday, the 18th of February, 1898. 
president, in the chair. 

The prize for articled clerks, founded by Mr. John Allington Hughes,. 
when president of the society in 1891-2, was presented by the president to 
Mr. Thomas John Davies, of Pwllheli, North Wales, who served his 
articles with Mr. Richard Roberts, of Pwllheli, and who was placed in the 
second c'ass at the Honours Examination held in June, 1897. 

The report of the committee and the treasurer’s accounts for the past 
year were received and adopted. 

The following offivers of the society were unanimously elected for the 
ensuing year: Mr. R. S. Chamberlain, of Llandudno, elected president ; 
Mr. F. E. Roberts, of Chester, elected vice-president ; Mr. F. B Mason, 
of Chester, elected hon. treasurer; and Mr. R. Farmer, of Chester, ree 
elected hon. secretary. 

The following gentlemen are the committee for the year: Messrs. W. 
D. Jolliffe, E. 8. Giles, D. Dobie, and H. J. Birch, all of Chester; F: 
Cooke, of Crewe; Jas. Porter, of Conway; T. Bury, of Wrexham; Guy 
Francis, of Denbigh ; and F. J. Gamlin, of Rhyl. 

Messrs. F. W. Sharpe and C. P. Douglas, both of Chester, were ree 
elected auditors. 

The annual dinner was held at the Queen Hotel, Chester, after which 
Mr. Brrcn said, on behalf of the members of the society, that all had felt 
for a long time that they were co greatly indebted to Mr. Farmer, who 
had been their hon. eecretary for eleven years, that they would like to 
testify their great appreciation of his valuable services. The proposal to 
make a presentation had been most heartily responded to by seventy-five 
members of the society, and he now asked Mr. Farmer to accept the 
accompanying present as a mark of their sincere regard, with his and the 
society’s best wishes for a long and happy life. 

Mr. Farmer, in reply, said he felt very much the kind remarks of Mr. 
Birch which had been re-echoed by all .present. He thanked them for 
Me _— preeent and assured all that he should always prize it most 

igbly. 

The presentation consisted of a gun specially made to order and a 
handsome silver bowl upon which was the following inscription: ‘‘ Pre- 
sented (with a gun) by seventy-five members of the Chester and North 
Wales Incorporated Law Society to Richard Farmer, Esq., in recognition of 
his long and able services as secretary to the society.”’ 





The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 
Members.—The society now numbers 144 members. For the first time 


ought to join the society, and the committee invite the attention of 
members to the subject. 


these rules were made by the Incorporated Law Society (U.K.) and the 


draft substituted rules were issued in May last. 
committee, at the invitation of the Incorporated Liw Society (U.K.),, 
formulated detailed objections to the draft rules, to be laid before the* 
County Court Committtee of that society. The thanks of the committee 
are due to Mr. F. B. Mason for his assistance on this subject. 

House Agents.—The commit!ee call attention to the statement in the last 
annual report of the Incorporated Law Society (U.K.), that communica- 
tions bave between the council of that society and the Commissioners 
of Tnland Revenue upon the subject of a firm of house agents filling up a 
printed form of an agreement for lease under teal, with the result that the 
commissioners state that they will in futuro regard the filling up of a form 
such as that in question as a contravention of eection 44 of the Stamp 
Act, 1891. Should any such case come under the notice of any member 
he should bring it before the committee. 





THE BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Officers and committee.—In October last Mr. Arthur Godlee, who had 
been president of the society since September, 1895, resigned his office in 
order that his successor might be elected an extraordinary member of the 
Incorporated Law Society, U.K., at the October meeting of that society. 
Your committee passed a resolution of thanks to the retiring president 





bankruptcy in cases where, as here, the claims on either side result from 
contractual dealings between debtor and creditor. It seems to me that 


for the large amount of work he had done on behalf of the society, 


Mr. H. J. Birch, 


for many years past there has been a decrease in the number of members. . 
It is thought that there are still a good many solicitors in the district who - 


County Court Rules (March), 1897.—Strong protests against certain of ' 


Associated Provincial Law Societies. The rules were withdrawn, and ! 
In November last your ° 


especially during the visit of the Incorporated Law Society, U K., to~ z 


March 5 1898. g 
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Birmingham last year, when, as we are sure all our meubers will agree, 
be so well represented our society and upheld its ty. Mr. T. H. 
Rassell was unanimously elected to be president in Mr. Godlee’s place, 
and Mr. A H. Coley was similarly chosen to fill the post of vice-president 
vacated by Mr. Russell. Iu March, 1897, Mr. T. H. Russell resigned the 
office of honorary secretary and treasurer, which he had so worthily and 
energetically occupied for the past eight years, and Mr. Walter 

was elected in his ttead. The society are under a heavy obligation to Mr. 
Russe)! for his indefatigable efforts, when honorary secretary, to promote 
the interests of its members, and it is a matter for congratulation that he 
now presides over its affairs. 

Members.—Since the last annual meet twelve new members have 
been elected, three have ceased to be members, and two have died; the 
number now on the register is 330 ; seventeen barristers have during the 
year subscribed for the privilege of using the library. 

Law classes.—The numbers attending these classes again show a con- 
siderable increase, the attendance of the senior class being much larger 
than in any previous year. In all, fifty-eight students joined the classes 
in the course of the year. It is satisfactory to see that the efforts of our 
very excellent reader, Mr. Pearson, are being thus appreciated. Mr. 
Pearson especially wishes to warn students against putting off reading 
for their final until the last few months, as it is to be borne in mind that 
a very wide range of subjects are now included in this examination, for 
which the intermediate can hardly be called a prepsration. Your com- 
mittee have reappointed Mr. Pearson as reader for the ensuing session, 
and they have also received an intimation from the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society, U.K., that the annual grant of £100 hitherto 
made to the Law Lecture Fund by the Council will be continued for 
1898. The following table shows the number of students who joined 
during the past year, and their average attendance : 


No. of Ave 
‘ aie Students. Attendanee. 

eNnton.—Ist Term } . on- 

ond ,, f aes oe 30 gee ee 20°9 

ard, te. oe 27 ose so 20°3 
Junton.—Ist 7 9% - 
20d 2 on se 23 mars ote 15 

3rd, 7 ose 25 sha see 158 


County Court Ruies.—In March of last year some new County Court 
Rules were introduced, the effect of which was, in the opinion of your 
committee, to impose a needless and vexatious burden upon plaintiffs 
who desired to sue persons residing out of the jurisdiction of their own 
county court. This society, as well as many of the other law societies, 
memorialized the Lord Chancellor on the subject, and, in the end, the 
new rules objected to were withdrawn. 

Address to the Lord Mayor.—Mr. Councillor C. G. Beale, a valued member 
of our society, having received the honour of election as Lord Mayor of 
Birmingham in November last, your committee decided to present to him 
an address of congratulation. The ceremony took place in the council 
chamber, on Wednesday, the 15th of December, the presence of 
upwards of a hundred of our members. The address (suitably illuminated 
and bound) was presented by the president, Mr. T. H. Russell (who, as 
well as Mr. Alderman Johnson, made a short speech), and was warmly 
acknowledged by the Lord Mayor. 

Land Transfer Act.—After being introduced into several sessions of 
Parliament, this Bill has at last in the course of the past year become an 
Act, and came into force on the Ist of January last. The first part of the 
Act makes the personal representatives of a deceased person to be also his 
real representatives, and enacts that real estate shall vest in them in the 
same way asleaseholds. Generally speaking, the effect of this part of the 
Act is to place the devolution of the legal estate in realty on almost 
exactly the same footing as that in chattels real; but the devolution of 
the beneficial interest is not affected, except that the assent of the real 
representative is required toa devise of realty, as that of the personal 
representative is to a bequest of leaseholds. Apparently, however, in the 
case of an intestacy, an express conveyance (and nota mere assent) will 
be necessary from the real representative to the heir. The real represen- 


, tative may eell realty in the course of administering the estate, but the 


order of liability of real and personal estate to the payment of debts and 
legacies remains unchanged. The main object of the Act, however, is to 
amend the provisions of the Land Transfer Act of 1875, by compelling the 
owners of land to register their titles in a public registry. This has, of 
course, been the crux of all the Land Transfer Bills previously introduced. 
A number of modifications proposed in the Bill by the Incorporated Law 
Society, U.K., having been accepted by the Lord Chancellor, and on the 
understanding that the operation of the compulsory powers was to be 
restricted to some comparatively small area, and then only if the county 
council of the area in question did not object, that society and the 
asecciated provincial law societies determined to withdraw fartaer opposi- 
tion. The Yorkshire law societies, who feared that some portion of their 
county would be selected as the first part of England in which the Act 
might be tried, were not satisfied with the position, and as a result of 
their opposition and negotiations the Bill was still further modified so as 
to ensure a fuller trial of the echeme before its operation is extended. As 
the Act stands, the first area in which the compulsory powers are to be 
put in force is to be fixed by an Order in Council, and it has been pro- 
posed to apply the Act to the county of London. A two-thirds majority 
of the county council may, however, prevent the Order in Council from 
coming into force, and no order is to be made for three years after the 
first. The London County Council have requested the opinion of the 
vestries and other public bodies as to the advisability of trying the Act 
within the metropolitan area. Several of the 1 g vestries have 
reported adversely to the experiment being mude in London. The pro- 





fession will watch with interest the trial of the measure, wherever it may 
take place. It is at any rate satisfactory that, owing to the efforts of the 
law societies, the Act is to be tentative and experimental only, and that 
there will thus be ample o ty for ho 
hitherto shewn but little interest in the matter, to see from an example in 
their midst whether or no the scheme will produce the a 

results they have been led to expect. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 

The sixty-first annual meeting of eine and General Life Assur- 
ance Society was held on Tuesday at the society’s house, 10, Fleet-street, 
Mr. Witt1am Wii.1AMs presiding. 

The report stated that ee ny Bs year new assurances had been 
effected with the society under for the of £1,135,793 15s. 
The new premiums thereon had amounted to £52,217 163. 31., of which 
£6,945 12s. 9d. a away for the re-assurance with other offices of 
£253,450, leaving ,272 3s. 6d. as the new —— on £882,343 15+.,. 
the net risks retained by the society. In addi to these new premiums 
the society had also received the sum of £421 18s. 3d. in respect of assur- 
ances payable only in the event of death from fatal accident. The total 
net premium income amounted to £269,300 4:..8d., being an increase of 
£12,445 11s. 3d. upon that of 1896. The total net claims amoun‘ed to 
£262,624 12s. 3d., caused by 100 deaths, and two endowment policies 
matured, as against £174,554 14s. in 1896, caused by 104 deaths, and one 
endowment icy matured. The first-men sum included 
£29,547 33. psid.as bonus additions, and in cases in which bonuses bad 
not been oer | for cash or reduction of premiam, the 
additions amounted t> the large average increase of 54 per cent. The 
total number of ordinary in force at the end of the year wa; 6,252, 
assuring with bonus ions £11,699,209. The total assets of the 
society, increased du the year by the sum of £143,766 63. 11d., 
amounted on the 31st of mber to £3,385,598 03. 7d., and, prodactive 
and unproductive, yielded an average rate of £4 1s. 10d. per cent. These 
assets included £2,168,203 0s, 2d. invested on mortgages of real and 
pereonal property. Of these m only £24,817 103. 64. remained 
upon mortgage of perpen in Ireland, and it was anticipated that this 
sum would be repaid in a short time. The other y taealiguted were 
on property in England or Wales ‘had been recently in by the 
directors, and the result of such investigation was satisfactory. 

Mr. E. Cotaunoun (actuary and manager) having read the notice con- 
veniag the meeting, 

The Cuataman moved the adoption of the report and balance-sheet. 
He eaid there were very few t, but he supposed that was really iu 
consequence of the very 82 which had been sent to every 
shareholder. It was his duty to submit the t for the year 1897, and 
it might, perhaps, be interesting if he a few observations with 
respect to it. It would be seen that the new annual premiums for last 
year had amounted to no less than £45,272 3s. 6d., which was the largest 
sum the society had ever received for new ams since its institution 
more than sixty years ego, and this not mg | the fact that last. 

ear was generally supposed to be a ancy J ee. eople were making 
holiday, but the society really did a great more than during the year: 
before, and the year before that. As far as the !ast five years were con-. 
cerned the net annual premiums had been from £32,000 in. 
1892 to £33,000 in 1894, and upwards of £43,000 in 1 In 1896 they, 
dropped to £40,000, but last year had brought them up again to 
£45,272. The society’s assets had increased also by £143,776 6s. 114., 
and its aesets, which were all well secured, now amounted to 
£3,385,598 Os. 7d., and of that sum but £24,817 103. 6d. now remained 
due upon the only Irish —- the wa wee | ; and that was in 
the course of being liquidated. The estates had been sold, and it was expected 
that in the course of a very few months the whole of that £24,000 wonld ho 
paid. The premium income amounted to £269,300, a larger sum than the 
society had ever received before. The claims had amounted only to 
£202,624 12s. 3d., and, as they would see, the premium income was 
between £60,000 and £70,000 more than sufficient to meet the claims. 
The increase of the total premiums over 1896 was £12,445 lls. 3d. It 
might, perhaps, be interesting to the members present to be told that 
thirty years ago—that was to say, at the end of 1867, the net annual 
premiums amounted only to £14,840 14s. 7d. From that time until 1886 
they fluctuated, never amounting to £14,000 oguin, but going to £11,000 
and £8,000, to which sum they in 1886. But in that year the 
society fortunately secured the ¢ of their excellent manager, Mr. 
Colquhoun, and from that time the premiums had steadily increased until 
the society had actually received net ms amounting to £45,000 
during the past year. The assets had in the meantime increased in the 
same p . In the year 1867, thirty years ago, the total assets of 
the society amounted rae | to £1,479,476. They now amounted to. 
£3,385,598, or very nearly £2,000,000 in excess of what they were 
thirty years ago. The premium income bad increased in the 
gig In 1867 the total premiums were only £129,214 93. 6d. 

ad now increased to more than double that sum, being £269,300. 
total annual income of the society from its investments was at the presen 
moment £109,100 8s. 8d. As would be seen from the accoun 
directors had thought it right for the first time to credit the su 
which previously been credited to the reversionary 
amoun' to £11,006 18s. 6d. In the previous accounts, as would 
found from the accounts for the previous year, the income from 
investments was stated t> be £116,255 0s. 11d., but that sum included the. 
sum which the directors always anticipated would be received when the 
reversions which the had ; but the 
directors had account to- 
distinguish that the society’s. 


BEE 


Fy 


purchased came into 
t it right for the of the 
the actual amount received 
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investments ; and that was the reason the sum credited for actual income 
received amounted to £109,100. Then there was £11,000, and that was 
for the sum credited to reversions, making, therefore, the £120,107 7s. 2d. 
as against £116,285 last year, being an increase of more than £3,000 a 
gs The society could not expect, he was afraid, to continue to make 
its investments as profitable as in former years. They all knew that the 
rate of interest was greatly reduced, and datas the last year the average 
rate of interest received by the society was £4 Is. 10d. per cent. It 
was very gratifying to be able to inform the shareholders that the ratio of 
expenses to premium income had been considerably reduced, and 
whereas in 1893 it was 12°5 it had now gone down to 11'2. That wasa 
very satisfac’ reduction. In concluding he observed that if any 
shareholder wished to make any observation or ask any questions he 
should be glad, with the assistance of Mr. Colquhoun, to answer them. 

Mr. R. Pennincron seconded the motion. 

The Cuarrman remarked that it was ratisfactory to find there was no 
discontented shareholder in the room. 

The report was adopted. 

The Cuatrman said he had to announce that during the past year the 
society had had the misfortune to lose two of its directors, the late Mr. 
Jas. Curtis Leman aud Mr. Chas. Harrison, both of whom were very well 
known in the profession. During the same year their most excellent 
solicitor, Mr. Nathaniel Tertius Lawrence, had resigned his office as 
solicitor, and was thereupon elected a director. He had been long con- 
nected with the society and was a valued supporter, and the 
board were glad to welcome him. He was elected to supply the place of 
Mr. Leman, and he now offered himself for re-election. The other 
directors who retired in the ordinary course were Mr. F. P. Morrell, Mr. 
C. R. Williams, himself, Mr. G. E. Frere, Sir James Parker Deane, and 
Mr. E. H. Ellis-Danvers, and they offered themselves for re-election. 

The retiring directors having been re-elected, 

The Cuaraman said the retiring auditors were Mr. Kenyon C. 8. Parker 
and Mr. J. S. Follett. 

These gentlemen were also re-elected. 

On the motion of the Cuatrman the usual remuneration of £300 was 
voted to the auditors. : 

Mr. W. E. Carron moved a vote of thanks to) the chairman and 
directors, which was carried. 

The Cuarrman, in returning thanks, said he would have been glad if 
some one of the shareholders had moved a vote of thanks to the society’s 
excellent manager, and to the staff to whore services its success was 
greatly indebted. As that had not been done he had very great pleasure 

moving it, and he thought that all the directors would very gladly join 
in thanking Mr. Colquhoun and the general staff, from whom they had 
received the greatest _— assistance ahd to whom they were very 
greatly indebted for the success of the society. He moved ‘‘That the 
thanks of the society be tendered to Mr. Colquhoun and the rest of the 
staff for the services they had rendered to the society during the past 
year.”” He was sure ‘the ‘motion would be carried unanimously. 

The motion having been adopted, 

Mr. Cotavnovun expreseed his gratification at the vote, and assured the 
meeting that the staff would endeavour to continue to deserve their appro- 
bation. Referring to the report, he said that he thought the only point to 
which the chairman had not alluded was the fact that people usually 
expected to see a considerable falling off the first year after a quinquennium. 
Fortunately the society had escaped that, and there had been a consider- 
able increase of business. 

The proceedings then terminated. 


—— 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner of this society was held on Monday, February 28, 
at the Inns of Court Hotel. Mr. Justice Darling presided, and there was 
a good attendance of members and their friends. The toasts were ‘* The 
Queen,”’ proposed by the chairman ; ‘‘The United Law Society,’’ pro- 
posed by the chairman, to which Mr. C. W. Williams (chairman of the 
society) responded ; ‘‘ The Visitors,’’ proposed by Mr. George Elliott, and 
responded to by Mr. R. A. Germaine ; and the chairman responded to the 
— ‘i his own health, proposed by Mr. OC. H. Kirby (secretary cf the 
society). 





LAW ASSOCIATION, 

At a meeting of the directors, held at the Hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society on Thursday, the 3rd inst., the following being present—viz. : 
Mr. R. J. Pead (chairman), Messrs. S. J. Daw, R. H. Peacock, J. Vallance, 
and Arthur Carpenter (secretary) —seventeen new members were admitted 
to the association, and the ordinary general business was transacted. 








A Dublin correspondent of the Dasly News says: The Right Hon. 
Samuel Walker, who has just gone on the Connaught Circuit as Commis- 
sioner of Assize, supplies the first instance in legal history of that office 
being filled by an ex-Lord Chancellor. Mr. Walker, who was Lord 
Chancellor of Treland in the late Administration, from 1892 till 1895, 
accepted, on his resignation of the Great Seal of Ireland, the honora 

tion of an ‘‘ additional” lord justice in the Irish Court of Appeal. 
nder the provisions of the Irish Judicature Act, which received the 
Royal Ascent last August, it is provided that ‘‘ additional ” lords justices 
may, with their own consent, act as commissioners of assize. The Irish 
Lord Chancellor, desiring that this provision should not be a dead-letter, 
has requested Mr. Walker to become a commissioner of assize. 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours Examination. 

January, 1898. 


At the examination for Honours of candidates for admission on the 
roll of eolicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Oommittze 
recommended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction. 


Frrst Cxass. 
{In order of Merit.] 


Jounx Larpen Wittiams, B A. Oxon., who served hie clerkship with 
Messrs. Batesons, Warr, & Wimshurst, of Liverpool. 

Joun Evstace Jonsgs, who served his clerkship with Mr. Samuel Smith, 
of the firm of Messrs. Walker, Smith, & Way, of Chester; and Messrs, 
Chester, Mayhew, Broome, & Griffiths, of London. 

Hensert Artuur Paircuarp, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
Davis Jolliffe, of the firm of Messrs. Jolliffe & Jolliffe, of Chester; and 
Messrs. Chester, Mayhew, Broome, & Griffiths, of Loadon. 

Joun Dovetas Psst, B.A. Oxon., who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
Morrell & Son, of Oxford. 


Seconp Oxass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 


Harry Reginald Cleaver, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur 
Augustus Padley, of Market Rasen. 

Thomas Berridge Cox, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert Henry 
Speed, of Nottingham ; and Messrs. Walter Hamlyn Speed and Percy 
Charles Harvey, of London. 

Isaac Arthur Huskisson -Everett, B.A. Oxon., who served his clerkship 
with Messrs. Hand, Blakiston, Everett, & Hand, of Stafford. 

Clement Everitt, who served his clerkship with Dr. Ernest Ivens 
a Hm of Norwich; and Messrs. Nicholson, Graham, & Graham, of 

adon. 

Ralph Percival Jenkins, who served his clerkship with Mr. Claudius 
George Algar, of London. 

Thomas Jennings, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Ernest 
Cadlec, of the firm of Messrs. J. G. Wilson, Ornsby, & Cadle, of Durham. 

Aneurin Jones, who served his clerkship with Mr. Daniel William 
Jones, of Merthyr Tydfil. 

R... Leach, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Western & Sons, of 
ndon. 

Harry Leonard, who served his clerkship with Mr. John William Piercy, 
of Huddersfield. 

Sidney Lowenthal, B.A. Oxon., who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
—_ & Sons, of Leeds; and Messrs, Williamson, Hill, & Oo., of 

ondon. 

John Stuart McLellan, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
— Edward Headley, of the firm of Messrs. Headley & Roberts, of 

ndon. 

Martin Rees Richards, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Buck- 
ley Roderick, of Llanelly. 

Walter John Wenham, who served his clerkship with Mr. Ernest 
Stratton Gerrish, of the firm of Messrs. Gerrish & Foster, of London. 

Daniel Williams, who served his clerkship with Mr. William George, of 
Portmadoc. 

Joseph Croydon Winser, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert 
Martin, of London, 

Turep Crass. 


[In Alphabetical Order. ] 


Alfred Crerar, who served his clerkship with Mr. George Wood Turney, 
of the firm of Messrs. Collin & Turney, of Maryport. 

John Beckley Eastley, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Eastley & 
Co., of Paignton ; and Messrs. Torr, Gribble, & Co., of London. 

Thomas Henry Royston Evans, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Charles Fraacis Martelli, of London. 

John Henry Franckeiss, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Cousins 
& Burbidge, of Portsmouth; and Mr. Arthur Walter Mills, of London. 

Ernest David Glanley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Martin 
— Jenkins, of Aberavon; and Messrs. Crowders & Vizard, of 

ndon. 

Leonard Rudolph Maidment, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edward 
Hobbs, of the firm of Messrs. Ryde & Hobbs, of Portsmouth ; and Messrs. 
Chamberlayne & Short, of London. 

George Terry Maudling, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Moore Shirreff, of the firm of Messrs. Morley, Shirreff, & Co , of London. 

Alfred Darby Minton-Senhouse, who served his clerkship with Mr. Jobn 
ae ag Lazenby, of the firm of Messrs. Booth & Lazenby, of Newcastle-on- 

'yne. 

George Rodhouse Reid, who served his clerkship with Messrs. King, 
Wigg, & Co., of London. 

Francis Henry Ware, -B.A , LL.B. Camb., who served bis clerks 
with Mr, Sydney Gedge, M.P., of the firm of Messrs. Gedge, Kirby, 
Millett, of London. 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 
class certificates and awarded the following prizes of books : 


To Mr. J. L. Williams, B A. Oxon.—Prize of the Honourab’e Society 
of Clement’s-inn—value about £10; and the Daniel Reardon prize—value 





| about twenty guineas. 


- 
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To Mr. Jones—The prize of the Honourable Society of Olifford’s-inn— 
value ten J 
itchard—The prize of the Honourable Society of New-inu— 


To Mr. 
value five > 

To _ eel, B.A. Oxon.—Prize of the Incorporated Law Scciety—value 
five eas. 

Te Mr. Richards—‘‘ The John Mackrell Prize ’’—value about £12. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. ‘ 

Eighty-one candidates gave notice for the examination. 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupsyts’ Denarine Socrery.—March 1.—Chairman, Mr. Archibald 
Hair.—The subject for debate was, ‘‘ That the case of Re Tomlinson, Tom- 
linson v. Andrews (1898, 1 Ch. 232), was wrongly decided.’”” Mr. Arnold 
Jolly opened in the affirmative ; Mr, H. 0. Geare seconded in the affirma- 
tive. Mr. Rupert Blagden opened in the negative; Mr. A. M. W. Kerr 
eeconded in the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. A. 
Dixon, W. M. Pleadwell, A. W. Sells, W. B. King, Archer White, J. H. 
Bate, Haseldine Jones, and Neville Tebbutt. The motion was lost by 
five votes. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 


Sir Wiru1aM Henry Sreruznson, K.C.B., late Chairman of the Board 
of Inland Revenue, died on Tuesday, after an attack of influenza. He 
was the con of General Sir Benj Charles Stephenson, G.C.H , and 
served as private secretary to Sir Robert Peel from 1841 to 1847. He was 
principal clerk assistant to the yg: the Treasury till he was 
appointed Chairman of the Board of Inland Revenue in 1862 by Mr. 
Gladstone. He was created a K.C.B. in 1871. In June, 1877, he retired 
on his fuli pay. 





APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Justice Kexnepy has been elected a Member of the Council of 
Legal Education in place of Mr. Montague Crackanthorpe, Q.0., who 
has resigned. 

Mr. Henry Fercus Tratt, solicitor, of the firm of Traill & Howell, 
46, Queen Victoria-street, E.C., and Shortlands, Kent, has been appointed 
a Commiesioner for Oaths. 

Mr. J. E. Cranston Lestte, eolicitcr (Leslie & Hardy), 17, Bedford-row 
London, has been appointed a Justice of the Peace for the county of 
Middleeex. Mr. Leslie was admitted in 1876. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvurions. 


James Joun Heurcutnson and Gzorcr Cuarizs Tov, solicitors (Hutchin- 
con & Tijou), 2, Gresham-buildings, Basinghall-street, London, and at 
Stratford. The said James John Hutchinson will, as from the 3lst of 
December, 1897, practice in his own name at 2, Gresham-buildings afore- 
raid, and the said George Charles Tijou will as from the said date practise 
in his own name at Stratford aforesaid. [ Gazette, March 1. 





INFORMATION WANTED. 


Re Henry Hensman, Esq., deceased, of 22, Blomfield-street, Paddington, 
who died on the first (1st) of October, 1897.—£500 Reward.—The above 
reward will be paid to anyone that can trace the Will of the above said 
Henry Hensman, dated Eighteen hundred and ninety-seven (1897). 
—Address, Mrs. A. C. Damper, Speldhurst, near Tunbridge Wells. 

Mrs. Fanny Hermann, deceased.— Any person having information as to 
any Will or Property of the above lady, who died at Ramsgate in Feb- 
ruary, 1898, is requested to communicate with Spyer & Sons, Solicitors, 
No. 58, New Broad-street, E.C. 





GENERAL. 


Mr. Justice Mathew has left town for a change of air, and is not 
expected to return to court for some days. 


Mr. Justice Byrne was indisposed, and unable to take his seat in court 
on Thursday. 

Mr. Edwin Plumer Price, Q.C., who has been Recorder of York since 
1866, and is in his 80th year, announced his resignation of that office in 
his charge to the grand jury yesterday. 


The Houee of Lords Standing Committee met on Tuesday for the first 
time this session for the consideration of the Marine Insurance Bill (which 
was referred to a Select Committee), the Bail Bill, and the Public Record 
Office Bill, which were ordered to be reported. 

The Pall Mall Gazette says that the Secretary of State for India will 
thortly have two important appointments to fill, one of them being the 
Chief Justiceship of the North-West Provinces of India, on the retire- 
ment of Sir John Edge, Q.C. 

During Tuesday morning, says the Times, Viscount Esher, the late 
Master of the Rolls, came into Appeal Court No. 1 and sat on the bench 
with the Lords Justices for some time listening to the business. He was 
provided with a chair close to the place in which he generally presided 


benting ‘with the Kites Ga ds 1 the St. J 
un with ti on was, says it. James's 
Gasette, thrown from his horse and sustained injuries to his arms and also 
arly gehen ys ad Rice ap ad ag tpt 


Frank Lockwood was, says the , held in one of the committee rooms 
of the House of Commonson the 24th ult. motion of Lord 


suggested. Sir M. W: Ridley said : 
on this subject from Devon and other counties; but I am afraid I do not 
see my way to proposing the amendment of the law which they 


recommend. 
In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Serjeant Hemphill moved 
the second of the Solicitors Treland) Bill. He jained that its 


— was to ilate the law in to the law in land regu- 
lating the profession of solicitor. The first part of the Bill t mainly 
with definitions, and the second part contained certain clauses ae 
regulations providing for the examination and lectures which tors 
must undergo before being sworn in. ~A further provision enabled 
solicitors’ clerks under certain conditions to become solicitors. Seven 
years’ service asa solicitor’s clerk with three years’ indenture would 
qualify for admission asa solicitor. The Bill also altered the conditions 
under which the examinations and lectures were held. It gave the Incor- 
porated Law Society of Ireland control over the examinations and the 
ep to a pry professors, that control and that power being subject to 

e approval of the chief judges in Ireland. The Bill also enabled bar- 
risters who had been 


pro 
of barristers, but without un 


g any . _ It further 
roposed certain c in and matters of detail, not 
eatving any great In cases of misconduct by solicitors, for 


example, it was p' that the complaint should come before a dis- 
ciplinary committee or committee of council of the In la 
Society, and that on their report the Lord Chancellor sh oxercise his 
power of the solicitor off the roll or of suspension, or of making 
such other order as he might think fit. The Bill was read a second time 
and ordered to be referred to the Standing Committee on Law. 








PENDING LEGISLATION. 
Evivence iw ‘Camanar ‘CAszs. 


The following is the Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill, which has been 
introduced by Lord Chancellor : 

A Bill intituled an Act to amend the Law of Evidence. 

Be it enacted, &c. 

1. Com; of witnesses in criminal cases.) Every m charged with 
an offence, and the wife or husband, as the case may be, of the person so 


— shall be a com it witness at every s of the ae 
whe ss thn peau oe oanaenis ema onee on Salty with ane of t 
person. Provided as follows : 

(a) A shall not be called as a witness in pursuance of 


m 60 C 

Act without his consent ; 

(4) The wife or husband of the person charged shall not, save as in this 
Act mentioned, be called asa witnees in pursuance of this Act 
without the es eS Sees 

(c) Nothing in this Act shall make a hus com: le to disclose 
any communication made to him by his wife during the % 
or a wife cowpellable to disclose any communication made to 

(4) A pence, changed oh beleg © eines tn t this 

te) @ witness in pursuance o Act 
shall not have the right to refuse to answer any question on the 
ground that it w tend to criminate him as to the offence 


(e) A called as a witness in pursuance of this Act shall not be 
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(ii) the person charged has asked questions of the witnesses for 
the prosecution with a view to establish his good character, 
or called witnesses to his good character, or otherwise has 
given evidence of character ; or 

(iii) the person cha‘ and called as a witness has given evidence 
against any other mee charged with the same offence. 

2. Calling of wife or husband in certain cases.| (1.) The wife or husband 
of a person charged with an offence under any enactment mentioned in 
the schedule to this Act may be called as a witness without the consent of 
the person charged. 

(2.) Nothing in this Act shall affect a case where the wife or husband 
of a person charged with an offence may at common law be called as a 
witness without the consent of that person. 

3. Application of Act to Scotland.| In Scotland, in a case where a list of 
witnesses is required, the husband or wife of a person charged shall not be 
called as a witness in pursuance of this Act, unless the name of the 
husband or wife, as the case may be, appears in the list of witnesses for 
either the prosecution or the defence. 

4. Provision as to previous Acls.| This Act shall apply to all criminal 
proceedings, notwithstanding any enactment in force at the commence- 
ment of this Act. 

5. Extent, commencement, and short title.] (1.) This Act shall not extend 
to Ireland. 

(2.) This Act shall come into operation on the expiration of two months 
from the passing thereof. 

(3 ) This Act may be cited as the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898. 


SCHEDULE. 
ENACTMENTS REFERRED TO. 


Session and Chapter. Short Title. 


Enactments r2ferrei to. 


The enactment punishing a 
man for neglecting to 
maintain or deserting his 
wife. 

Section eighty. 


6 Geo. 4, c. 83. - | The Vagrancy Act, 
1824, 


The Poor Law (Scot- 
| land) Act, 1845. 
24 & 25 Vict. c. 100. | TheUffencesagainst Sections forty-eight to fifty- 
the Person Act, five. 
1861. 
.+ | The Married Wo- 


8&9 Vict.¢. 83. - 


qr 


45 & 46 Vict. c. Section twelve. 


Act, ¥ 
47 & 48 Vict. c. 14.- | The Married Wo- The whole Act. 
men’s Property 
Act, 1884. 
The Criminal Law 
Amendment Act, 
| 1885. 
The Prevention of 
Cruelty to Chil- 
dren Act, 1894. 


48 & 49 Vict. c. 69. - The whole Act. 


The whole Act. 


— 


57 & 58 Vict. c. 41. - 








THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY’S CONVEY- 
ANCING BILL. 


Tn following is the memorandum prefixed to the Conveyancing Bill pro- 
moted by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society : 

This Bill is in substance the same as that introduced in 1897 and read a 
eecond time in the House of Lords. ‘he alterations consist of amend- 
ments in the Settled Land Acts and in the Married Women’s Property 
Acts, called for by recent judicial decisions and in the real representative 
sections of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. The Bill proceeds on the lines 
of the reforras carried out with complete success by the late Earl Cairns 
in the Conveyancing Acts and Settled Land Acts. By virtue of the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, tenants for life have power to sell and convey any 
settled land, the purchase-money being retained to answer the trusts, and 
purchasers obtain a clear title freed from the trusts. This principle was 
not new. It had always been acted upon as regards land held upon trust 
for sale by the trustees of money settlements. Such land was always so 
conveyed as to keep the trusts off the title. This has hitherto also been 
the case as regards land held for a term of years which cannot be conveyed 
‘with succeesive interests, but only as an entire estate. Ihe same principle 
applies and is still more familiar in the title to stocks and shares where 
trusts do not concern a purchaser or mortgagee, and each transfer passes 
the whole property absolutely. The scheme of the Bill is to extend this 
principle to al/land. It provides that as to all land every transfer shall 
convey the whole fee simple or an absolute term of years so that the 
market title will be an absolute title free from trusts, and a purchaser or 
mo ec will be concerned only to acquire the market title in the whole 
fee simple or term of years. Each successive owner of a fee simple or of 
a term of years will have an absolute power of disposition similar to the 
power of sale now given by statute to mortgagees, and will be able to 
make a complete title. All trusts will be removed from the title, which 
will be reduced to a series of simple transfers of absolute interests. ‘The 
Bill is framed to fit in with the echeme of the Scttled Land Acts by 
making a tenant for life the estate owner with a restriction on sale, the 


purchaec-money being retained to answer the trusts. The object of the 





Bill, therefore, is to ensure that as to a/i land the title for the p of 
sale and mortgage shall be simple and absolute, and that trusts and other 
rights and claims, including death duties and other Government duties, 
shall be kept off the market title and shall form a second title, not con. 
cerning a purchaser or mo , which shall in case of sale attach to the 
purchase-money. The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have for 
some time past considered the time had arrived when this further develop. 
ment of the Conveyancing Acts and Settled Land Acts could bs carried 
out with advantage. hey therefore in 1895 instructed Mr. E. P, 
Wolstenholme, who ayy those Acts for the late Earl Cairns, to draft 
the present Bill, which he has done with the assistance of Mr. B. L, 
Cherry. The Bill would be very short but for the necessity of providing 
for existing and future settlements. It is essential to the scheme of the 
Bill that there should always be an estate owner capable of making a title 
to a purchaser. A check is provided against wrongful parting with the 
estate by a scheme of cautions and itiors similar in many respects to 
that which is in force under the Land Transfer Acts. The proofs of 
marriages, births, deaths, failure of issue, and other matters of pedigree, 
shewing the title of a tenant in tail, and also his disentailing deed, will be 
immaterial. The result will be that, as regards transactions taking place 
after the commencement of the Act, no evidence of title will be required 
by the purchasers except documents conveying or vesting the estate, in 
other words, the market title consisting of transfers of the absolute 
interests. The estate owner, having an absolute power of disposition, 
will convey free from all charges affecting his estate, and none of the pre- 
sent searches will be required as regards liabilities arising after the com- 
mencement of the Act, except for lands improvement rent charges (the 
register for these may be conveniently removed to the Lind Registry) ; 
and, as regards cautions and inhibitions, the veador will produce a certi- 
ficate that none are in force. ‘The Bill provides that the executor or 
administrator shall be the real as well as personal representative, and 

roposes to repeal and replace the corresponding provisions in the Land 

ransfer Act, 1897. Especial care has been taken to give effect to the 
manifest iotention of those provisions, and at the same time to facilitate 
the proper working of that Act in connection with registered land. The 
Bill gives a power to the real representative to assent in writing to the 
land passing to their heir, devisee, or person entitled under a settlement 
so as to avoid the necessity for a deed in those cases where, under the 
existing law, the land would pass without one. This will also have 
the effect of leaving the position of stamp duty unaffected. If the 
Government assent to the clause as to death duties, a purchaser will take 
free from all such duties. It isconceived that the revenue will not in any 
way suffer by euch assent in consequence of land being made to vest in 
the real representative, who will be personally liable to see to payment of 
duties, and, moreover, the Government can be protected by a caution. 
This is the existing priuciple as regards stock and also as regards land 
held on trust for sale; further, a sale under the Settled Land Acts or 
under a power frees the land from succession duty. Under the Bill now 
proposed all cettlements, existing as well as future, are brought under the 
new system, and no proof will be required of any matter of pedi 
arising after the commencement of the Act, except as to deaths, of which 
probate or letters of administration will be sufficient conveyancing 
evidence. This is shewn by the epitome of specimen abstracts contained 
in the first schedule to the Bill. 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEE. 
March 8.—Mesars. Joux Dawson & Bon, at Eo Tat e Detache d 
Residence at Surbiton Hill, with range of aie Soap ant coer. Solicitors, 
ordsworth Blake, & Co., Leadon (See 2 pavenioenent, D>. Sy I 

uLey & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., the Beneficial 
near Park-lane, held direct from the Hota, at an anata 
ground-rent of £800. Solicitors, Messrs. Lydall & Sons, London. (See advertise- 
saont, TS. Be 3.) 


Ka . H. B. Rippxz, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 
to £1,282 annum, secured at Wandsworth, with reversion in 
i to £7,000 per iors, Lee & Pembertons, 


anoum. 
Sh 10,~ Meso, Bean, Bou 
Buawert, & Evvarper, at Ullswater, the contents of Leaming 
with a Library of 1,10 rola, Bolicitors, Measrs. Willett & Sandford, London. 
yee ms Faneeqornss, Eorrro: 


r may ped gc emighede sth 
oe al ee London, (See advertisement, this week, 
P- 


Messrs. H. E. F & Cospeenniaitores ed Gale le (No. 614) of of Reversions 
essrs. ‘oster & CRaNFIgLD a very ‘ul 
ye agg Policies, at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday las‘; the total realized being 
following were amongst the lots sold : 
REVERSIONS : £ 
Absolute to £1,200 ; life 68 Sold 760 
Abeotute to £6i6 L. Bets. . Consolidated 5 per Cent. Preference 





8 Me ae ” 520 
Absolute to one-serenth of about £14,290; “VifeSS care i | ae 850 
boolute to upwards oe 52 and 66 oy ” ” 23,000 
Absolute enomeiay shout £17,500; life 57 » 4,525 
he to one-sixth ‘rveholds producing = lds. one annum ; ; = 
Bond for von RRS ey a Ne eee. te 280 
sty ay OF Al ASSUi 

‘or £500 ; life 65 ute Fae eae ere me Tay 620 
in £1,000 ; 2 sabe," 9g 5h ee Pcie Lo BO, a, 410 
* £5,000 ; same life |. oon Wa ee Sag ek a pee ane 
»»_ £1,000; 71 — > < — & 705 
Messrs, Pies ow tae disposed of properties in 

Belgravia to the value di the last few 
On Feb. 22, . W. Reap & Co. sold at the Marta Freehold Ground-rent of 
£200 per annum, in Lombard-street, reversion to rack-rental 














WINDING. UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fatpay, Feb. 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarsp m Caanozsy, 
Banamas anames Bune, Oo, aga eS — = or Lame 
Clement's lane 
presented Feb 


B BS Go March. Marcella Maral directed to 
beet on Wi ae tank e. take 8 and 4, ’sinn fields, 


solors f fe Notice of the above-named not later than 6 
sa hears 
Douvesss Fase, anen—-ee Fe eps pa a anes bea heard 
Notice of ch, a 10,0. "Fewest 1 Pinar ay ie fo the after- 


eave Saunee Srone Fiams, Limrrao—Creditors are required, on or before March 31 


ril 20, to send their 
J W Kaowles, 6, 


z 
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to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


, 44, High st, Bristol 
Sr. Heren’s Wrstratiax Srxpicate, Limtrep - Creditors are required, on or before 
a1, to send their names and addresses, and the easton of their debts or 
William Milne, 10, St. Helen’s pl. Salaman & Co, solors to liquidator 
See Mitiine SyxpicaTE, ee ye are juired, on or before April 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars o! their debts and pm How g to 
havi Charles Miles, 70, Cornhill. Stoneham, St. Michael’s House, Cornhill, solor for 


County Pavatine or Lancaster. 
Usumurep in CHANCERY. 


Maxcugster Paovivent Permawent Beverit Buitpixe Society.—Petn for winding up, 

presented Feb 22, directed to be heard at the Assize Courts, a, Sisengounge, Manchester, 

on Monday, March 7, at 10.30. Batty & Co, Princess st, Manc tn. solors. 
Notice of ssqenteg must reach the above-named not Jater than 2 o’cloc 


noon of 
London Gazette.—Turspay, March 1. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIBS. 
Liuitep m Caancery. 


A_ BC Cyctz Fitrtixes Co, Linrrrp—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 24, directed to 
be heard March 9, Julius & Thomas, 15, Finsbury circus, solors for petner, Notice of 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

8 


Frocxtox Marx Coturery axp Barcxworks (Barwstey), Linrren—Petn for winding up, 
ted Feb 25, directed to be heard on March 9. Tottenham, 51, Moorgate st, solor 
peg! er. Notice of rere must reach the above-named not jater than 6 O'clock 
e afternoon of March 
enna E.uis & Nerarw . Luutzp—Creditors are required, on or before Monday 
April 4, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of theic debts and 
claims, to William Henry Armitage, Market pl, Dewsbury. Booth, Huddersfield, solor 
Lovo Contract Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 26, directed'to be 
on March 9. Bower & Co, 4, Bream’s bidgs, neery lane, agents for Mowll & 
Mowill, Dover, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later o'clock in the afternoon of March 8 
Lospox = Ae Acency, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 24, directed 
to be heard on March 9. Boorne, Moorgate ct, solor for ere. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Mi 8 
Lonpow Sanitary Launpry Unsioy, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 
28, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Samuel William Hutton, 99, Gresham st 
Tivour aenane aun Bu Fret Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 28, 
directed to be heard March 9. Bull & Bull, 31, Essex st, Strand, * solors for petner. 
parece appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the af ter- 
noon 01 


Usnairep 1s CHANCERY. 


Parroteum Association—Creditors are required, on or before April 10, t» send their 
names and addresses, and the pastioulary-s of their debts or claims, to William Phillips 
Tomes, 17, Devonshire chmbrs, Bishopsgate st Without 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Frienpty Society, at Manor Inn, Caunton Manor, Nottingham. Feb. 16 











CREDITORS’ * NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Feb. 18. 


— — Grorax, Scarisbrick, Lancs, Joiner March 19 Worden & Ashington, 
ath port 
Bavumaarten, Arois, Adelaide rd, Haverstock hill April4 Laundy & Co, Strand 


Bayer, Patcier, Upper Holloway March 30 ‘Kisdell & Thompson, Jermyn st 

Benwatt, Sir Jony, St Leonards March 3) Halse & Co, Cheapside 

Boyce, eran Saran, William st, Lowndes sq March 31 Lowe & Co, Temple 
Boyce, Acar, William st, Lowndes #q, Commander R.N. March 31 Lowe 


& Co, Temple gd ns 


Surtiirre, Wandsworth April 16 Batchelor & Batchelor, Outer 
Temple, Strand 


Brow », Mrs Saran, Cheltenham March 31 Winterbothams & Gurney, Cheltenham 
Cast.Leping, Lawrence Streruey, Sleaford, Lincoln March 19 Fletcher, Donington 
Carip, Toomas Hatt, Chute Manor, Wilts March 31 Smith & Son, Andover, Hants 
Crark, Tuomas, Surbiton, Surrey March 31 Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 

Crane, Rev Josren, Ealing, Southampton April 25 Coxwell, Southampton 

Capen Sumas, Coverham, York, Innkeeper March 28 Maughan, Midd'eham, RS 0, 


Caamrin, Axx, Saxmundham, Suffolk March 31 Southwell & Fry, Saxmundham 

Dray, Joun, Newcastle under Lyme March7 T & ESlaney, Newcastle 

Dzay, Wittiam, Hawthorn, Victoria, Merchant Feb 12 St Barbe & Co, Delahay st, 
Westminster 

Dittox, James Motuacer, East Stonehouse, Licensed Victualler March 10 Graves, 

ymou 
Epwarps, Witt1am Hexry, New Crossrd March 14 Edwards, Queen Victoria st 
Fay, Res, Strood, Kent, Grocer March 19 Robinson, Strood 


Gipsoxe, Rosixa Aowzs, Clarendon gdns, Maida Vale March 25 ander & Son, New 
8q, Lincoln's inn 


Hackman, Granvitte, Marylebone, Builder March 19 Morley & Co, Gresham House 
Hatt, Joux, Washington March 29 Patten & Prentice, Greenock« 

Hatse, Ricuarp Wittiam Davis Cranence, Bayswater April2 Trustram, Cheapside 
Haanis, Taoxas, Birmingham, Carrier March5 Wright, Birmingham 

Santee, Bane Joux, Belvoir, Leicester, Poulterer April 13 Hankinson & Meakin, 


Hvupsparp, isons, Hackney March 23 Mills & Co, Brunswick pl, City rd 

Hveuts, Micnart, Widnes, Lancs Apiil4 Husband, Liverpool 

Hourcutssoy, Exiza, Hornsey March1 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas Apostle 
Inoensoit, Farpinicx Ricnarp, Lewisham March $1 Lowless & Co, St Martin's In 
James, Many, Bristol Marchi2 James Davidson 


Jounsoyx, Witt1am Spexcer, Bayswater March 17 Preston & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 


Kina, Tuomas Joseru, Blackpool, Accountant Feb 28 Kay, Blackpool 
Luoyp, Exizasern, Oxton, Chester March 31 John Quinn & Sons, Liverpool 
Littox, Rev Eowarp Antuvr, Cheltenham March 31 Girdlestone, Pall mall 
Loassy, Josrrn, Kettering March 39 Bull, Kettering 





Low, Persr, Bury st April1 Stephen & Co, Dublin 

Mexxor, Josuva, Stoke upon Trent March 29 Heaton & Son, Burslem 

Mo xz, Jonx, Worcester Feb 28 Court & Perry, Wolverhampton 

Morzisoy, Jonn Fiemina, Cornhill on Tweed March 30 Stanton & Atkinson, Newcastle 


u e 

Sheneelen, Louisa, Herne Hill Mari9 Shepheards, Finsbury circus 

Pearson, Mary, Wensley, York Mar28 Maughan, Middleham, R 8 O, Yorks 

Perers, Pavt Newrow, Latchford, Chester, Engine Driver April 2 Dootson, Leigh 

Pownatt, Warten Waartecy, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park March 22 Rooper & Whately, 
Lincoln's inn fields sass as ’ 


Paricnarp, Avavstiy, Clifton Mar25 Pritchard, Bristol 

RamssoTuan, Jans, Crowborough, Sussex March 15 Morse & Co, Copthall bldgs 
Reap, Axnz Francis, Canterbury March18 Furley, Canterbury 

Rosinsox, Eowarp, Crank Rainford, Lancs, Farmer March 21 Brewis, 8t Helen's 
Ryati, Anxa Mania, New Cross March 15 Newman & Co, Clement’s inn 

Sueeny, Anna Maria, San Francisco April1 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 

Simpson, Wissen, Sheciien upon Medlock, Manchester March 31 Goulty & Good. 


guivn, Dare, Southport March 28 Yates, Southport 

Sarr, Taomas Goopriver, Coventry, Licensed Victualler March 16 Minster, Coventry 

Strewarpb, Aurrep, Leicester, Optician March 25 Blackwell, Leicester 

Srocxwe.., Mary Ann, South Hincksey, Oxford March18 Molesworth, Rochdale 

SunperLanp, Tuomas, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester March 31 Goulty & Good. 
fellow, Manchester 


iW, 
Toms, Frepericx Agvoip, Shortlands, Kent April5 Michael Abrahams & Co, Old 


waste, Matacat, Leeds, Milk Dealer March 31 Dunning & Co, Leeds 
Wixes, Epwix Hawxiys, Camberweil April 9 Banks Pittman, Basinghall st 
Wituias, Samvuet James, Battersea March 21 Woodbridge, Surrey st 

Witsoy, Jonx, Cumberland, Yeoman March7 Hayton & Simpson, Cockermouth 


London Gazette—Tuxspay, Feb, 22, 
Arrey, Sir James Tatsor, K C B, Victoria st March 21 Dickinson, Victoria st 


ANDERSON, bg eee James, Westbourne ter, Merchant March 25 Crouch & Co, Lawe 
rence 

ARcuer, Epw ano, ~ —* Warwick, China Dealer April 7 Slatter & Co, Stratford 
upon Avon 

Acenalen, Ama Letitia, Kingston upon Hull March 25 Kenyon, Old Jewry 


Barnes, James, Northfield, Worcester, Drainer March 25 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
Bet, Mary, Sutton, Surrey March 31 Drake & Co, Roodla 

Bett, Tuomas, Blackley, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper March17 Mills, Manchester 
Bowoxer, Witt1aM Freperiox, Poplar, Plumber March 18 Cheesman, Old Serjeants’ 


inn 
Bangiaane, Taomas Turwer, Ashton under Lyne March 5 Pownall, Ashton under 


ayne 

Carey, Marcaret, Liverpool March 22 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 

Coties, Caarvorre, Garston, Lancaster April12 Husband, Liverpool 

Comurns, CarHartne Mary, Meole Brace, Shrewsbury March 31 Henry Wade & Son, 


Shrewsb 
Dova.as, Aux, Hewenstie upon Tyne April5 Robert Brown, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Dray, Anrewesia Saran, Wandsworth April1l Geo Thatcher, Essex st, Strand 
Everarp, Cuaries, Kentish Town April2 Jennings, Kentish Town rd 
Eyianpb, Eowarp, Bolton, April 9 Hulton & Co, Bolton 
Farquaarsoy, Coxstance, Eastbury park, nr Blandford, Dorset April 1 Hores & Oo, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Gray, Jouy, Saudal Magna, York April10 Edmondson, Wakefield 
Grayson, James, Over, Chester, Painter April18 Cooke, Winsford, Cheshire 


Hay, Grorces Epwin Atrrep, Weston super Mare, Commercial Traveller 
Wansbrough & Co, Weston super 
Humpnarys, Mary, Shrewsbury rch 31 Henry Wade & Son, Shrewsbury 


Inaram, Ropent, Freemantle, Southampton March19 Breanani, Blandford 


Kayes, [ate Besseseen Masaarert Lister, Boughton, Maidstone May20 Day & Co, 
Norfolk st 
Kerr, Watter, Hounslow, Electrical Engineer March 18 Cheesman, Old Serjeants’ ing 


Kyiaut, Witu1am, Holyhead, Anglesey, Innkeeper March 15 Pritchard, Holyhead 
Lams, Cuaruxs, Lapteglos by Fowey, Cornwall, Farmer March25 Graham & Graham, 


Sagan iene Joun, Scarborough, Hotel Keeper April 2 Royle, Scarborough 

Lez, Janz, Ashton underLyne April2 Ellison, Ashton unier Lyne 

Lopag, Wittiam, Ashton under Lyne March5 Pownall, Ashton under Lyne 

ew gaa Higher Broughton, Manchester, Boot Dealer March 18 Orrell, Man- 


onan oy Linslade, Bucks, Brewer's Manager April 1 Caleott, Leighton 
Buzzard 


Ornipce, Bexsamun Heasert Rurrer, St Leonard’s on Sea March 31 Tippetts & Sons, 
Maiden In, Queen s 
Pasa, Jouy Baxer, Loughborough, Tinman April 7 Toone & Bartlett, Lough- 


mutam, Guide hy py nr Ashton under Lyne, Carting Agent March& 
wnall, Ashton under L; 
QuisTox, James, Islington, Tobagconist April 4 Joseph & Hyam, Finsbury pt 


Raysonp, James, Highbury April1 Boulton & Co, Northampton sq 
Ryay, George, St Benet’s ct, Gracechurch st Match 31 Atkinson & Dresser, Finsbury 


Guanene, Canecamn, St Leonard’s on Sea March 31 Dawes, Rye 

Simon, Hanwan, Liverpool April1 Evans & Co, Liverpool 

Simon, Jonx, Liverpool April1 Evans & Co, Liverpool 

Swars, Marcaret, Alberbury, Salop March 31 Wade & Son, Shrewsbury 

‘Warp, Gzorcz Witsox, Cawood, York, Farmer April 26 Parker & Parker, Selby 
Waters, Wittiam Aten, Rye, Sussex, Chemist March 31 Dawes, Rye 

Warsow, Evizapera, Beaufort st, Elm Park gdns March 18 Watson, Lincoln’s ima 
Witson, Jaxx, Stalybridge. Licensed Victualler March 14 Whitehead, Stalybridge 
Woop, Jessx, Leeds April1 Dawson & Chapman, Leeds 

Woop, Tuomas, Batley, York, [ronmonger .April4 Law, Batley 


March 39 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Feb. 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
auisor, Dan1eL, Brassington, Derbys, Coal Agent Derby 
Pet F veb 21 “Ord F Feb 21 
Ausw' omen HIRxaY Sesm, Demeeniny, Grocer High 
Jourt Feb 
eee, , And wae, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet Feb 


sabe, Euity Sorata ‘+ Sussex Tunbridge Wells 


Pet Jan 31 oe Up = 
" ~ gD dee oreester, Coal 
Bar nealer Worcester Feb 1S. Oed’ Feb 19 
CansurTT, * ae Tiretall, ork, P eum Oil 
Dewsbury Pet Feb 21 Ona Feb 21 2 
a moware, Staincliffe, Beerhouse eeper 
Cann, BowARDs fire a1. Ord Fee 2i 
hang Grorar Taomas, Dorchester, Fruiterer Dor- 
chester Pet Feb2i Ord Feb 21 
Coox, WiLtt1aM THomas, a, ome. Farmer Ply- 


mouth Pet Feb 22 Ord F 

CupwortH, Groros, Derby, Mitts Derby Pct Feb 22 
Ord Feb 22 

Curupertsox, Wittiam, Swindon, a Innkeeper 


Scarborough Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 2 

Davies, Samuet, Swansea, Commission on Swansea 
Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 

Deaxix, Atpert Tomas, Lincoln, Confectioner Lincoln 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 

Dv ones J E B, Throgmorton Ya Stockbroker High 

Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb 1 
FO E, Asa ra on : Manchester Pet 


Feb8 Ord Feb 2 

Gazic, ALBERT, West Hartlepool, Plumber Sunderland 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 : 

Hexry, Josepn, Manchester, Painter Manchester Pet 
Feb 23 ‘ Ord Feb 23 

Hessert, Davip, 8t Pancras, Dairyman HighCourt Pet 
Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 

wy! he = evs. Pork Butcher War- 


wic Feb 22 Ord F Feb 
Hououes, Fong jun, Ashstead, Tees, Builder Croydon 


Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Hurcatxs, Henry, Hurstbourne Tarrant, Hants, Butcher 
Salisbury Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 18 
Drake’s Wall, nr Gunnislake. 
opus , Carpenter Plymouth Pet Feb 23 Ord 
eb 23 
Jaxnines, Witttam, Northwich, Bootmaker Nantwich 
Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
Kse.ixc, Wituiam, Bilston, Staffs, Journeyman Black- 
smith Wolverhampton Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 21 
Lanarp, Frepenick, Gracechurch st, Watch Maker High 
Court Pet Jan 26 Feb 23 
lone, Joun ae. Boiler Welder Sheffield Pet 
Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Lowyxpes, James Taomas, — Enquiry Clerk 
Birmingham Pet Feb21 Ord Feb 2 
Lyyes, ApraHam Maurice, Shoreditch, Tailor High 
Court Pet. Feb22 Ord F:b 
McDonaLp, Marx Wittiam, Waterloo, Lanc?, Surgeon 
Liverpool Pet Jan19 Ord Feb 23 
Noswoop, Witiram, Stockton on — Builder Stockton 
on Tees Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 2 
Norox, Jonx, Pontefract, Blackemith Wakefield Pet 
Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
Ou, A J, Cheltenham, Licensed Victualler Cheltenham 
Ord Feb 17 
oo yore Jy Past, net pl, Eaton sq High Court 
e 


8 Ord F 
— 4 


Joux, 
Roorns, py Mowbray, 
- Leicester Pet Feb 23 Ord F 
Bcupamone, Mixwie, Bristol, ee Bristol Pet 
Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Smits, Feepgrick Ricuarp Baripors, Gloucester, Butcher 
Gloucester Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
Taxor, Ricuagp, West Bromwich West Bromwich Pet 
Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 


Hoguey, 
k 


Jasper, Wit.14m CHaRLes, 
Corn 


Bromyard Herefords, Commission 
Pet Feb8 Ord Feb'19 
Joun Henrsenrt, Baker 


Tite, Isaac Epwix, Northampton Northampton Pet 
Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 
Vantey, Josers, hed Hill, nr Bunton, Farmer Stock- 
xt Pet Feb2i1 Ord Feb 2 
Wess, Jouy, td Walsall Pet Feb 
wit’ 0: ge nag LD u 1P 
EBSTER, JAMES, Liverpoo! airyman Liverpoo! et 
+ Feb?’ Ord Feb 21 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 15: 


Bestizy, Reainatv Josern, Acton, Financial Agent 
Brentford Pet Dec 20 Ord Feb 11 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALL op, Danae B ton, Derby, Coal Agent March 
4atll gt, 


at 2.30 
Reeppeeee, Bon rt te chet March 4 at 3 
Off 31, Manor Mord, boy 


Mapes, WItiiam Sheffield, [ March 4 at 2 Off 
ec, Fig Tree in, Sheffi 
Baar, Gronar Cussaes, Hereford, Grocer March7 at 10 
‘a 
Barax, Atraep Joux, Upper Henwick, Worcester, Coal 
Dealer 5 at 11.30 Off Reo, 45, Copenhagen st, 
Worcester 
Cansutr, Groner, Birstall, York, Petroleum Oil Dealer 
cm 4 at 3 Of Reo, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
, Eowarp, Batley, Yorks, Beerhouse Keeper March 
4at 11.30 Off Rec, Sa Sara ne 


Davis, Ceare March 7 at 3 
De P Pier si Fortamouth so 
—, om, Bradford, W: Ss March 4 a 
Off Ree, 31, 1, Manor row, B 3 





DoMort, JE 

at 11” Ey Carey st 

Duwp LE, ‘ans, Preston, Dressmaker March 4 
2.30 Off Rec, 14, gy Fenton 

Reves, Jeate, © wey March 4atil Off 

Faxanata, Anu ataee » Cheshire March 


mean, Davin, 

Jaao, eer ae 

Lens Apranam Mavnrice, —. Tailor March 4 at 

mk or 
March 4 at 12.30 Off 

March 4 at 2 Off Rec, Bank 


Norfolk, Builder Mar 5 


Manrsuatt, Joux Tr 
Marsrox, Taues, 


Mayes, Ricwarp, 
Ree, 8, 


Dereham, 
ati2 Off King st, Norwich 
Nerrietoy, Rayxer, 


York, R —_— Mar 4 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 
Pixcuseck, Georas, Great Grimsby Mar’ 4 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 15, Osborne st, Grimsby 
Raw tines, Cuanzes, Bast Ham, a, Butcher Mar 4 at 
12 
a ny Jouy, Herefords, Comeieicn sy 
Goa _ a tat ii 11,30 


Sunanan, Wr WIt.144, 
avin Innkeeper Mar 


24, 9 ap, Lone 
Burrs, 6 te a Oas cage 
ann } Be , it, ia Straw Plait Merchant 

atil Chamber of » Coo & st, Luton 
Taxis, Witt1am Henry, Leeds Mar 7 at Of Po 
Park row 
Wixpsor, Atraep Enwesr, Stramshall, nr Uttoxeter, 
fectioner Mar 4 at 11.30 One or een 


Youna, Jouy Dorz, Aylesbury, Bucks, Confectioner Mar 
tat 12 1, St Aldate's, Oxtord 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aragon, Das Dawn, Tee Derby, Coal Agent Derby 
Auswourn, y on "Bermondsey, Grover High 
Court Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
Baez, Amos y one Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet 
‘eb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Bryay, At¥rep Jonx, Upper Henwick, Worcester, Coal 
Dealer orcester Pet i 1” Ord Feb 19 | 
CargsuTtT, Grorcr, ye m Dealer 
Dewsbury Pet Feb 21 & Sees 
Cuatret, Apa, Yardlcy, Baker a Pet Jan 12 
Ord Feb 21 
Cuark, WiLtuIam Puree St John’s Wood, Butcher High 
Court Pet Jan6 Ord Feb 22 
Cotutys, Cayees oar Dorchester, Fruiterer 
chester Pet Feb21 Ord Feb 21 
Coox, Witt1am Taomuas, St Stephen’s by Saltash, Corn- 
wall, Fi PI Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Fitter Derby Pet Feb 22 
Wituam, Swinton, Zot, Innkeeper 
h Pet Feb2t Ord Feb? 
Davies, Samvet, Swansea, ion sae Swansea 
Pet Feb2i Ord Feb 21 21 
Deakin, Atpert Taomas, Lincoln, Confectioner Lincola 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
ei w=} Witu1am, Chester, Grocer Chester Pet 
Jan Ord Feb 23 


+d and Cuarves Faancis Egg Kingkerswell 
wers Exeter Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 21 


Dor- 


Cc ~~ Derby, 
‘UDWORTH, EORGE, 
Ord Feb 22 : 


CuTHBERTSON, 


Ear 


‘on, 
Faysuawe, Arrave, Ashton on 
F mg | weoy Toddington, Bedford, 8: 
eGEN, Cnar.es Mitox, jurgeon 
Luton Pet Jan3i Ord Feb -. 
Frieminc, Cuantes James, West Kensington, Barrister 
Court Pet Feb 3 8 Ord eb 2t 
Greco, Atpert, West Hartlepool, Plumber Sunderland 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Henry nae | , Painter Manchester Pet 
H eb ae ae Dai High Court Pet 
ERBERT, Davin, St iryman 
bf aan | God Be ss Warwick, Pork Butcher W: 
‘osLey, Hewey WItuiaM, utcher War- 
wick Pet Feb Ord Feb | 
Huroats, Henry, Hurstbourne Tarrant, Hants, Butcher 
Salisbury Pet Febi8 Ord “peb 18 18 
Jasran, Witt1am Caaries, Drake’s Wall, nr Gunnislake, 
Cornwall, Carpenter Plymouth Pet Feb 23 Ord 


Feb 23 

Jexnixos, Witt! North Bootmaker Nantwich 
Pet Feb 21 Ord’ Feb 21 ae 

Keguiye, Witura, Bilston, Staff Bohai Wol- 
verhampton Pet 


Pet Feb18 Ord 
Boiler Welder. Sheffield Pet 


wieningiam, Enquiry Clerk 
‘ ning : Feb 21 poh, ‘eb 21 . 
YN RAHAM AUBIC itch, ‘ailor High 
Court Pet Fe 22 Ord’ Feb 


Norwoop, Witu1aM idiee an on Tecs, Builder Stockton 
on Tees Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 

News, Joun, Pontef: York, Blacksmith Wakefield 

Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 

Saamaie a. Wituram, Bedminster, Boot Dealer 

Bristol Pet Feb 11 Ord Feb 23 

me 4 oe, Coanaee, = East oan Butcher High Court Pet 

Seamieien Joux, Bromyard, Hereford, Commission Agent 

Worcester Pet Feb8 Ord Feb 2 

Rogers, Jonn Heasenr, ‘Malton Slow Mowbray, Baker Leices- 

Feb 22 Ord Peb 


ter 
Suga Wi Guildford Pet 
Feb 35 asia, Camber, 2 age 


Leron, Joan, 


Orda 72 
Lowxp James Tuomas, 
Bi Pet 





av, Stockbroker March 4 





Surrns, Horace Mat’ Euston Solicitor High 
Gourt "Bet Suly 10. Ord Keb ns rr 
dener Chester tebe Ord Feb 23 
“High Court Pet Aug 90. Ord Feb a1 ° 

Taree aoe _ West Bromwich Pet 

Tuomas, —_ Sa een, Cupeien Carmarthen 


Boot Lift Manufac- 
Tvaren, Jone Fox, Lowestoft Cooper ‘Gt Yarmouth Pet 
“Feb i9 Ord Feb 23 ie 


Venaae, racket Bot Feb ge fe = Pee. Derbys, Farmer 


Tirier, ue Eowis, Ni 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 


ORDERS R©YSCINDED. 
Goazs, OF, Waste of no occupation ep One Rec 
1895 1 Rese and 


Adjad J June 7, 
M J Heyry, Deity ot, Bree Court 
gap, Jow 
Rec Ord 20, 1992 “Adjud Majed tay it, Tes hase 
and Annul Hy 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Dez Kersosexponr, Eaxest, Cheltenham, Gent Chelten- 
ham Adjud Jan 26, 1896 Annul Feb 17 


London Gasette.—Turspvay, Mar.;1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bett, Jons Jamu Pork Batcher Birming- 
ham Pet Feb 25 Onl Feb 35 
Caer Exuma, Bolton Bolton Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 
Cosuam, Joux Tuomas Lyoy, Bridport, Dorset Dorches- 
ter Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 
Corros, Meloy | Bristo), Boot Dealer Bristol Pet Feb 


Huddersfield, Draper Hud- 


Crostanp, James hw 
derafield Pet Fi Mord Feb 2% 


Dows150 Hesay, T on Tees Stockton on Tees 
pert! Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 
RRE, est Frepenick, Chelsea, Cycle Maker High 
“Court Pet J Feb 25 
—_“~s ARrTavR, Confectioner Plymouth 
at Feb 24 Ord Feb 2 


mae A.rrzp, Coventry, Saddler Coventry Pet Feb 

F he. ~g) Is. Barlby, Selby, York, 
AULKINGHA! nomas Isaac, . or > 
Draper York Pet Feb 24° Ord Feb 


Goopnanp, Farperick, Draper Great Grimsb: 
Ord Feb 21 ' 


Pet Feb 5 
Hanraisos,; Wittiax Cumberl Farme 
““Carlisle Pet Feb 25 2 Onk Feb'as oe 


oe Georcs Barxwortn, and Frawx Avstix Davis, 
pper Thames Merchants High Court 
pe erred 10 Ord 


— * it "Pet Bet - or eres meee a yes 
—_ae on 
Humpuasys, ig Haagovivas, Bedien st, Solicitor 
Court Pet Jan7 Ord Feb 
James, Noan Jesse, Goch, Glam, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet Feb 24 Ord 
Mines, Jones, Salford, Engineer Salford Pet Feb 11 
Norrts, Wituiam, Eolas, Yorks, Solicitor Bradford Pet 
wre Ora Feb 26 ne Psa 
Taomas Jossru, New Pumpin, uilder 
"FRochester Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb ~ 
Patrensox, os exe Poors, Whitehall 
Pet Feb 33 
Paskas® : Hewgy, Exmouth, 
Feb Onkes 
Pootoy, Panpeace, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Feb 
Ray, Louis, Miles Platting, Lancaster, Tailor Manchester 
rd Feb 2% ‘ ‘ 


> Jous, Falham, Omnibus Driver High Court 





Pro- 
Feb 23 
Exeter Pet 


Ru ~~ _ , Brewer's Travel- 

m AVID 5 

z ler Neath Pet Feb 26 Moen bares 26° 

Sarter, WILtt Buzzard, Tailor Luton Pet 
Feb 26 Ord: 


Scorr, Josera Nicsoias, West Hartlepool, Grocer Sun- 
derland Pet Feb 24 ‘Ord Feb 24 

Tavurstox, Eowa: Norfolk, Fish Dealer 
Norwich Pet 23 Feb 23 

TREBEARNE, ion, & Cuvur, Fenchurch High Court Pet 


Jan 19 
Wart, Lingerfield, nr Knaresborough, Farmer 
W or Las et ‘rd Fob 2s Chartered Accountant 
‘oop, Jouw 8a 
High Court Pet Feb 7 Ord Feb 24 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Axenneap, Atrazp, Cardiff, Accountant Mar9atil Off 


9g 7 Farmer Mar 10 at 11,15 


Ba.uixornr, 

Bars, Amos Eowanrp, Mar 8 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
1, Berridge 

Bussy, Grores, Builder Mar9atli 174, 

ae cm Bess Yorks, Fainter Mar 8 


bond ter, Wakefield 


Og Res bead ty Mar 11 at 11 16, Wood st, 
Om pein Worcesters Mar 11 at 12 174, 
= enor Veterinary Sur- 


oe Mee Stephen's by Saltash, Cornwall, 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Mar 8 at 11 Law Society’s chmbrs, 


Plymouth 
One, Winntan, Bristol Boot Dealer Mar 9 at 12.30 
bg ye Baldwin st, Bristol 
Co arp Epw, ” Redditch, Wores, Warehouseman 
se 10at1i 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Cupworrn, Groner, Derby, Fitter March 8 at 11 Off 
40, 8t Mary's gate, "berb by 
Davirs, Samvuet, Swansea, Commission Agent March 10 
at12 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Deaxix, ALBERT Tuomas, Lincoln, Manufact Confec- 
tioner March 8 at 1230 Off Rec, 31, ver st, 
Dusgrre, Eaxest rs Chelsea, s ‘ycle Maker March 
Sat 12 ey A 
Durrevt, Agtuvur, ae Con = March 10 - 
11 Law Society’s chmbrs, Athenzeum lane, Plymouth 
Favutxiscuam, Tuoomas Isaac, Barlby, nr Selby, York, 
Draper March 15 at 12.15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, 


Y¥ 
a bee Landport, Hants, Watchmaker March 
BL Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, 
ju! 

Hawes, Gronor Barxwortn,and Frawx Avstin re 
Upper Thames st, General Merchants March 8 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, ae A st 

Hitcarnea, Daxier, kstone, Dorset, Builder March 8 
at 12 pusieee Hotel, Poole 

ae my Hexry Wiiu1am, Warwick, Pork Butcher Marc) 
8 at Off Ree, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Huours, a4 ‘Mountain Ash, Glam, sc eadectioner 
March 9 at 12 65, h st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Husrsreys, Witrras ARDINGE, Maddox st, Solicitor 

h9ati2 Bankru pty bids, ¢ Carey st 

Jaspzr, Wittiam Cuanes, Drake’s Wall, Cornwall, Car- 

ter March 9 at Ne Law Society’s chmbrs, 


theneeum lane, Plymo 
Jexyinas, WitiiaM, a Cheshire, Bootmaker 
ldat 2.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle under 
Lasanp, Fagpenicx, Gracechurch st, Watchmaker March 
8atil Bankru ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Lowspgs, — nomas, Small Heath, Birmingham, 


Enquiry Clerk March 11 at 11 174, Corporation st, 


Luppock, im, Cadoxton, —_, Builder March 10 at 11 
Off 29, Cardiff 


ueen st, 

IL por West Hartl 
Hotel, West Hartlepool 

pany Bown, Quaker’s Yard, Pos Posting Master March 

8 at 12 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Morzis, Herpeat Groner, Bournemouth, Newsagent 
Mibery 9 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, 

Powstt, _ and Joun Sarru, Ashington Northumber- 
land, Grocers Mar 10 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

Paice, trey Cwmsifiog, nr New Tredegar, Baker 
Mar 10 ati12 65, gg wk Ee Tydfil 

Ronerts, Epwarp, Plas Geo! nr aaah, Farmer 
Mar'10 at 3.15. Black Lion ‘Hotel 

Rockett, Mary, Kingston Cy Ball ane Sat ll Off 
Ree, Trinity House In, H 

Sanpers, Wittiam Davis, Cardif, Grocer Mar 10 at 
11. Off Rec, 29, Queen st, € ‘ardiff 

5 ~ Mixyiz, Bristol, Shopkeeper Mar 9 at 12 

Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

8ices, Freperick Lampert, Gressenhall, Norfolk, School- 
master Mar i2at1 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Surrn, Farpericx Ricnarp Brinoss, em Butcher 
Mar 8at3 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucest 

Tromas, hy =: Lampeter, Cardigans Mar 12 at 12 Off 

Queen st, Carmarthen 

Tuomas, = Ciara, Northwich, Chesbire, Picture Frame 

Maker Mar 14 at 12 Off Ree, King st, Newcastle 


Lyme 
Tuvrsroy, aot oe oom. Norfolk, Fish Dealer 
March 12 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
rthampton ton, Boot Lift Manufac- 
County Court bldgs, Sheep 


Seaiee, Isaac aw Leeds, Coal Merchant March 9 
Te at S he, 22," Park ta March 
BNER, Jonn Fux, Lowestoft, Cooper arch 8 at 10.30 
Lovewell Blake, Gt Yarmouth 
Warre, Anruvr, Lingerfield, nr Knaresborough, Farmer 
March 14 at 12.15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 
Wauustey, Eowanp, Southport, Tailor March 9 at 2.30 


Reo, 35, Victoria st, Liv 
Wess, Joux, Walsall, W March 10 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Walsall 


Sieenen yt I, ‘Grocer March 9 at 


Tripier, Gace 1 Sis No 
urer March 8 at 11.15 
st, Ni 


arehouseman 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Banrgtt, Francis Joux, Gloucester, Joiner 
Mon’ Pet Ord 


Newport, 
Feb 3 Feb 24 
Cossgene, Ruma, Bolton Bolton Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 
Oma, J 23:5 Staincliffe, Batley, ee Keeper 
Bet Feb 21 Ord Feb 2 
Coon Bn oon Heasent, Clacton on Sen Colchester Pet 
Jan 17 Ord Feb 25 
Craostanp, James WALKer, Serene, Draper Hud- 
dersfield Pet Feb25 Ord F 
Downxixo, Hexry, Thornaby on Ten, York Stockton on 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 
Sure Dares, De gam Confectioner Plymouth 
Fourygt, Anistipe cate Fyne gene Oculist 
Bs | Court Pet Jan 27 Ord Feb 
Goopnayp, Frepenicx, Louth, Lines, Draper Great 
iH writ = aibatenn.. wo 8 berland, Fa: 
ABRIF ON, ILLIAM, wn. ‘Cum rmer 
Carlisle Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb'25 
Hanzrt, coms. Great Driffield, Ps 8 S - aaael Kingston 


‘all Pet Feb 25 
Master Mariner Liverpool Pet 


upon 
Hears, James, Liverpool, 
Feb 24 Ord Feb 25 
Hoxrrogp, Tuomas Totrer, Ware, i, Advertising 
Agent Hertford Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 





James, Noan Juesn, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 


McDowxett, Mary, Wigan 
Pet Des 18 Ord Feb 26° 


Nertierox, Raywer, Oasett, ye Rag Merchant Dews- 
bury Pet Feb 19. Ord Feb 


Nortn, WItttaM, eae. ty filicies Bradford Pet 
Feb 25 Ord F 


Provision D2aler Wigan 


Nvez, Taomas ph me PERS Builder Rochester Pet 

Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Patrersox, Henry Foote, Middlesex, Newspaper Pro- 
prietor Stockton on Tees Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 25 

Poasox, Farpeaicn, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Feb 
26 Ord Feb 26 

Ruoves, Jous, hoy Omnibus Driver High Court Pet 
Feb 25 Ord Feb 


Riowarps, Davin aeieed! Neath, ae, Brewer’s Travel- 
ler Neath PetFeb26 Ord Feb 


Satrer, Witviam, Leighton Buzzard, ‘Sass Luton Pet 
Feb 25 Ord Feb 26 


Scorr, Josera Nicnotas, West Hartlepool, Grocer Sun- 
land Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 24 
Scxemrrs ‘Moses, Ashi nm, Northumberland, Boot 
Newcastle on e PetJanil Ord Feb 23 


nian Georer Jouw Dix, and James gt eer 
= ‘Leeds, Clothiers ‘Leeds Pet Jan Ord 
Feb 23 


Tuavrstoxs, Epowarp, Shipdham, Norfolk, Fish Dealer 
Norwich Pet Feb23 Ord Feb 23 


Turner, Jonx, Heywood, Fone, General Contractor Bol- 
ton PetFeb9 Ord Feb? 


Warre, Arrnvur, Lingerfield, nr Knaresborough, Farmer 
York Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 


Watustey, Eowarp, Southport, Tailor Liverposl Pet 
Feb18 Ord Feb 26 

WILk1ns, vont EpwArp, Seost. 5 Worcs, Grocer Birming- 
ham Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 


All letters intended for publication in the 
‘* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regulasity, it is requested that 
application bs made direct to the Publisher. 








Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, tn wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Sottorrors’ JOURNAL, 

6s.; by Post, 28s. Volumes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, Se. 6d. 





BRAND & CO.’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e, 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & CO., LTD., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYFAIR 
WORKS, VAUXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. 








THE WRITER 
OF THIS LETTER 


is Mr. L. Caselton, 15, King 
ae Street, Greenwich, 
mdon, S.E. He says: 


“T have been for years 

& martyr to a very bad 
Some of yb BB, which 
ae ee me nearly every 
os uite prostrating 


adv to give u 
aitiles ts tea entirely, = take 
Cocoa as a beverage. I decided 
to try Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, 
which I commenced taking some 
two months ago, and I am glad 
to say that since then I have been 
quite free from my dread enemy, 
headache, I feel confident that 
this result was brought by Dr. 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, for I had tried 
numerous remedies without any 
success. I find nothing picks me 
ap 80 quickly as a cup of Dr, 

bbles’ Vi-Cocoa after I have 
had a stiff day's work in school. 
I shall be glad to testify 
personally to anyone what a 
real boon your excellent 
ye beverage has proved 

me, 


is made up inéd. 
tins. It can be 
Goes, and stores, or from Dr. Tibbles 

i-Cocoa, Limited, 60, 61, & 62, Bunhill Row, 
London, EC. 


The unique vitalising and 
powers of Dr. Tibbles’ 'Vi-Goc0a 
in dl ~ teur at = ti Merit, 
4... aration. 
d merit alone, is a claimed for Dr. 
Tibbles’ a send oa the sopeleeees Ss are 


sen who 
this will d dainty 
tin "in ot Tor Tibbles’- VitOceos hes 


106 poshete, and 9d. and 1s. 6d. 
ed from all ch 


restorative 


sarap 
and post 





EDE AND SON, 


ROBE FE : .] MAKERS, ~ 


Chancellor. "the Whole of the 
Corporation of London, &e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 3 
and Gowns for Registrars, Towa 
erks, and Olerke of the Peace, ‘ 
Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gown 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 

94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


EPPS’S COCOA 


Exrract rvrom a Lacrure ox “ Foops AND 
Vatues,” sy Ds. pe Seaaes Woes, pe ss. E., &¢.— 
any matives—_tovt of due regard for 

of getting full ull food-value for money ex: -~ be! be 
to weigh with us in choosing our foods, “then I say 
Cocoa (Epps’s being the most nutritious) should be 
to replace tea and coffee without hesitation. Cocoa is ® 
food; tea and coffee are not foods. This is the ‘obela 
science of the matter in a nutshell, and he who runs may 


To Her Majesty Majesty, ho Tard Ghance 


Law Wi 








read the obvious moral of the story.’’ 
SPINK & SON 


beg respecttelly to. 
announce that they 
ACCURATELY APP 
JEWELS and SILV 
PLATE, &c., for the 
LeGauL ‘Proression OF 
purncHase the Same 


Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.8.H. Prince Lowis Battenberg, K.C.B. 








uly & 
at they 
APPRAISE 
SILVER 
for the 
SsIOn Of 
same for 

Estab- 





